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Rules and Regulations 


Title 7—AGRICULTURE 

Chapter VII—Agricultural Stabiliza¬ 
tion and Conservation Service 
(Agricultural Adjustment), Depart¬ 
ment of Agriculture 

[Farm Marketing Quotas and Acreage Allot¬ 
ments, Arndt. 3] 

PART 722—COTTON 

Subpart—Regulations Pertaining to 
Marketing Quotas for Extra Long 
Staple Cotton of the 1961 and 
Succeeding Crops 

Miscellaneous Amendments 

The amendment contained herein is 
issued pursuant to the Agricultural Ad¬ 
justment Act of 1938, as amended (52 
Stat. 31, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 1281 et 
seq.). The purpose of this amendment 
is to authorize the State executive direc¬ 
tor to take all actions and make all de¬ 
terminations under §§ 722.101 to 722.152 
of the regulations pertaining to Market¬ 
ing Quotas for Extra Long Staple Cotton 
of the 1961 and Succeeding Crops in cer¬ 
tain cases, to supplement the successor- 
in-interest provision with a provision for 
handling cases where deceased producers 
are involved, and to make other minor 
changes. 

Since there is a need to furnish 
amended copies of regulations to cotton 
ginners, buyers and others before 1962 
crop ELS cotton harvest begins, it is 
hereby determined that compliance with 
the notice, public procedure and effective 
date provisions of section 4 of the Ad¬ 
ministrative Procedure Act (60 Stat. 238; 

5 U.S.C. 1003) is impracticable and con¬ 
trary to the public interest and this 
amendment shall become effective upon 
filing of this document with the Director, 
Office of the Federal Register. 

The regulations pertaining to Market¬ 
ing Quotas for Extra Long Staple Cot¬ 
ton of the 1961 and Succeeding Crpps (26 
F.R. 5489, 7758, 8069, 10092) are hereby 
amended as follows: 

1. Section 722.115 is amended to read 
as follows: 

§ 722.115 Successors-in-interest. 

Any person who succeeds to the in¬ 
terest of a producer in a farm, or in an 
ELS cotton crop produced on a farm, 
for which a farm marketing quota and 
a farm marketing excess were estab¬ 
lished, including a farm on which ELS 
cotton was planted in a crop year but for 
which a farm ELS cotton allotment was 
not established for such crop year, shall, 
to the same extent as his predecessor, be 
entitled to all the rights and privileges 
incident to such marketing quota and 
marketing excess and be subject to the 
penalty on the farm marketing excess 
and to the lien on the entire crop of ELS 
cotton and to the restrictions on the 
marketing of such cotton. However, a 
successor to a deceased producer shall 


not be personally liable for an unpaid 
marketing quota penalty incurred by the 
producer prior to his death, but a suit 
may be brought to enforce the lien for 
the penalty against the ELS cotton. If 
a successor-in-interest should acquire 
from a deceased producer ELS cotton 
subject to hen for the penalty, no mar¬ 
keting card or marketing certificate shall 
be issued to permit the successor-in- 
interest to market the ELS cotton pen¬ 
alty free until the penalty has been 
satisfied. 

2. Paragraphs (a) and (c) of § 722.117 
are amended to read as follows: 

§ 722.117 Eligibility for and issuance 
of marketing cards. 

(a) Producers eligible to receive mar¬ 
keting cards . Except as otherwise pro¬ 
vided in this section the operator and 
any producer on a farm, or an official of 
a publicly owned agricultural experiment 
station, shall be eligible to receive a 
marketing card for each crop of ELS 
cotton if for such crop (1) no farm mar¬ 
keting excess is determined for the 
farm or (2) an amount equal to the pen¬ 
alty on the farm marketing excess has 
been received by the treasurer for the 
county in which the farm is located, ex¬ 
cept that a marketing card shall not be 
issued under subparagraphs (1) or (2) of 
this paragraph if any producer on the 
farm has on hand any ELS cotton pro¬ 
duced in previous crop years on which 
the penalty was incurred and has not 
been paid. An eligible producer inter¬ 
ested in the ELS cotton production on a 
farm for any year shall be eligible to re¬ 
ceive a marketing card, identified as 
Form MQ-76 ELS Cotton, for such farm: 
Provided, however, That an eligible pro¬ 
ducer interested in the ELS cotton pro¬ 
duction on a farm who is not eligible for 
price support or who is eligible for price 
support only when loan documents are 
prepared in the county office shall be 
eligible to receive only a marketing card 
identified as Form MQ-76-R ELS Cotton. 
***** 

(c) Producers to whom marketing 
cards will not be issued to enforce the 
precisions of the act. Notwithstanding 
any other provisions of this section, the 
county committee shall deny any pro¬ 
ducer a marketing card for a crop year 
if it determines that such action is neces¬ 
sary to enforce the provisions of the act 
in such crop year or in the event one or 
more producers on the farm are indebted 
to the Commodity Credit Corporation or 
another agency of the United States, the 
county committee shall deny all pro¬ 
ducers on such farm a marketing card 
for a crop year to enforce the provisions 
of the act and the Agricultural Act of 
1949, as amended, in such crop year: 
Provided, however, That in case of such 
indebtedness the county committee may 
issue such producers a marketing card 
identified as Form MQ-76-R ELS Cotton 
with an “X” entered in the box “Not 
eligible unless loan documents prepared 


in county office”: Provided further, That 
the county committee shall not deny any 
producer a marketing card for a crop 
year solely because the farm operator or 
his representative has failed to sign the 
report of acreage for such crop year. 

3. Section 722.124 is amended to read 
as follows: 

§ 722.124 Identification by loan docu¬ 
ment. 

A loan document (the original or the 
producer’s copy) shall, when presented to 
the buyer or transferee by the producer 
in whose favor it is drawn, be evidence 
to the buyer or transferee that the 
carry-over ELS cotton described in such 
loan document may be purchased by him 
without the collection, deduction, or pay¬ 
ment of the penalty, and that such 
cotton is not subject to the lien for the 
penalty. Any one of the following forms 
shall constitute a “loan document” for 
purposes of the foregoing provisions of 
this paragraph: Cotton Producer’s Note 
(Form CCC Cotton A); Producer’s Loan 
Statement—B; or Producer’s Warranty 
and Agreement (CCC Cotton Form G-2). 

§ 722.146 [Amendment] 

4. Section 722.146 is amended by addi¬ 
tion of a new paragraph (c) which reads 
as follows: 

(c) Determinations by the State execu¬ 
tive director. The State executive di¬ 
rector may make any determination un¬ 
der §§ 722.101 to 722.152 which the county 
committee is authorized to make under 
§§ 722.101 to 722.152 and the State 
executive director may take any action 
under §§ 722.101 to 722.152 which the 
county committee is authorized to take 
under §§ 722.101 to 722.152. In any case 
where the State executive director elects 
to exercise the authority vested in him 
hereunder, the county committee shall 
not exercise its authority. A copy of 
each notice issued by the State executive 
director hereunder shall be kept among 
the permanent records of the appropri¬ 
ate county committee and copies thereof 
shall be made available in accordance 
with the provisions of §§ 722.101 to 
722.152 to any person who as operator, 
landlord, tenant, or sharecropper, is in¬ 
terested in the ELS cotton produced on 
the farm for which the notice is given. 

(Secs. 301, 362, 363, 365-368, 372-374, 375, 
388, 52 Stat. 38, 62, 63-65, 66, as amended, 
68, secs. 344-347, 63 Stat. 670, as amended, 
674, 675, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 1301, 1362, 
1363, 1365-1368, 1372-1374, 1375, 1388, 1344- 
1347) 

Effective date: Date of filing with the 
Director, Office of the Federal Register. 

Signed at Washington, D.C., on June 
21, 1962. 

H. D. Godfrey, 

Administrator, Agricultural Sta¬ 
bilization and Conservation 
Service. 

[F.R. Doc. 62-6202; Piled, June 25, 1962; 

8:49 a.m.] 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 


SUBCHAPTER B—FARM MARKETING QUOTAS 
AND ACREAGE ALLOTMENTS 

PART 730—RICE 

Subpart—1962-63 Marketing Year 

Determination of County Normal 
Yields for 1962 Crop 

The regulations contained in § 730.1308 
are issued pursuant to and in conformity 
with the rice marketing quota provisions 
of the Agricultural Adjustment Act of 
1938, as amended, including the amend¬ 
ments to section 301 of that act which 
are contained in section 502 of the Agri¬ 
cultural Act of 1956. These amendments 
provide definitions for county normal 
yields as follows: 

(D) “Normal yield” for any county, in the 
case of rice, shall be the average yield per 
acre of rice for the county during the five 
calendar years immediately preceding the 
year for which such normal yield is deter¬ 
mined, adjusted for abnormal weather condi¬ 
tions and for trends in yields. If for any such 
year data are not available, or there is no 
actual yield, an appraised yield for such year, 
determined in accordance with regulations 
issued by the Secretary, taking into consid¬ 
eration the yields obtained in surrounding 
counties during such year and the yield in 
years for which data are available, shall be 
used as the actual yield for such year. 

# * * * * 

(F) In applying - subparagraphs (D) and 
(E), if on account of drought, flood, insect 
pests, plant disease, or other uncontrollable 
natural cause, the .yield for any year of such 
five-year period is less than 75 per centum 
of the average, 75 per centum of such average 
shall be substituted therefor in calculating 
the normal yield per acre. If, on account of 
abnormally favorable weather conditions, 
the yield for any year of such five-year 
period is in excess of 125 per centum of the 
average, 125 per centum of such average 
shall be substituted therefor in calculating 
the normal yield per acre. 

Prior to the issuance of the regulations 
for determining county normal yields for 
1962 and the determination of county 
normal yields thereunder, public notice 
(26 F.R. 8675) was given in accordance 
with the provisions of the Administra¬ 
tive Procedure Act (5 U.S.C. 1003). No 
data, views, or recommendations per¬ 
taining thereto were submitted pursuant 
to such notice. 

Section 730.1308 is issued to provide 
the regulations for determining county 
normal yields and to proclaim the yields 
for the 1962 crop of rice determined 
thereunder. 

§ 730.1308 County normal yields for 
1962 crop rice. 

(a) Regulations. County normal 
yields for 1962 crop rice shall be deter¬ 
mined by computing the average yield 
per harvested acre of rice for each 
county producing rice during the years 
1957 through 1961, adjusted for abnor¬ 
mal weather conditions and other un¬ 
controllable natural causes and for 
trends in yields. Where data for any 
year are not available, or there was no 
actual yield, an appraised yield for such 
year shall be determined on the basis 
of the yields obtained in surrounding 
counties during such year and the yield 
in years for which data are available. 
Adjustments for abnormal weather con¬ 


ditions and other uncontrollable natural 
causes shall be made as follows: For any 
annual yield, including an appraised 
yield, which is less than 75 per centum 
of the five-year (1957-61) average yield, 
75 per centum of such average shall be 
substituted therefor; and for any annual 
yield, including an appraised yield, 
which is in excess of 125 per centum 
of the five-year (1957-61) average yield, 
125 per centum of such average shall be 
substituted therefor. The adjustment 
for trends in yields shall be made by 
computing the simple average of (1) the 
1957-61 average yield per harvested acre 
of rice for the county, adjusted for 
abnormal weather conditions and other 
uncontrollable natural causes as pro¬ 
vided in the preceding sentence, and (2) 
the 1960-61 average yield per harvested 
acre of rice for the county, similarly 
adjusted. 

(b) Statistical data. Section 301(c) 
of the Agricultural Adjustment Act of 
1938, as amended, provides that “The 
latest available statistics of the Federal 
Government shall be used by the Secre¬ 
tary in making the determinations re¬ 
quired to be made by the Secretary under 
this act.” In accordance therewith, the 
annual yields of rice for counties in the 
States of Arkansas, California, Louisiana, 
Mississippi, Missouri, and Texas used in 
the determination of county normal 
yields in this section were the latest of¬ 
ficial yields determined by the Statistical 
Reporting Service of the Department, on 
the basis of its estimate of harvested 
acres and production of rice in applicable 
counties of these States during each of 
the years 1957 through 1961. In the 
minor rice-producing States of Florida, 
Illinois, North Carolina, Oklahoma, 
South Carolina, and Tennessee where no 
official estimates of county rice yields 
were available the annual rice yields for 
the years 1957 through 1961 used in de¬ 
termining the county normal yields in 
this section for the applicable counties 
in these States were obtained by special 
surveys covering all farms producing rice 
in any of the calendar years 1957 through 
1961. 

(c) Proclamation of county normal 
yields. County normal yields for 1962 
crop rice, determined in accordance with 
paragraphs (a) and (b) of this section, 
are as follows: 

Arkansas 


California 


Normal 

yield 

County ( pounds) 

Arkansas_3, 664 

Ashley_ 3 336 

Chicot_3,540 

Clark _2,698 

Clay _3,096 

Conway _2,874 

Craighead_. 3, 482 

Crittenden 3, 075 


Normal 

yield 

County ( pounds) 

Butte _4,888 

Colusa _4, 668 

Fresno _3, 895 

Glenn_4,900 

Imperial _4,210 

Kern_3, 235 

Kings _2,424 

Madera_3, 935 

Merced_4,140 

Placer_3, 520 


• Normal 
yield 

County (pounds) 

Riverside_4,232 

Sacramento __ 4,760 
San Joaquin.. 4,242 

Stanislaus_4,246 

Sutter- 4 , 995 

Tulare _3,420 

Yolo..4, 775 

Yuba-4, 035 

State _4,657 


Florida 

Palm Beach_1,760 

Illinois 

Adams _-_2,990 

Louisiana 


County 


Normal 

yield 

(pounds) 


Normal 
yield 

County (pounds) 


Normal 

yield 

County ( pounds) 

Lafayette_2, 296 

Lawrence_3, 273 

Lee_2, 984 

Lincoln _3, 268 

Little River __ 3,217 

Lonoke_3, 474 

Miller_2,486 

Mississippi_3, 070 


Acadia _ 

2, 948 

Lafourche_ 

2,002 

Allen_ 

2, 888 

Madison _ 

2,710 

Ascension_ 

2,524 

Morehouse __ 

2, 628 

Assumption_ 

2, 050 

Rapides _ 

2,878 

Avoyelles_ 

2, 822 

Richland_ 

2,271 

Beauregard_ 

2, 344 

St. Charles... 

2,588 

Bossier _ 

3,038 

St. James_ 

2,442 

Calcasieu_ 

2,420 

St. John the 


Cameron_ 

2,542 

Baptist_ 

2,911 

Concordia_ 

2,836 

St. Landry_ 

2,992 

East Carroll. _ 

3,238 

St. Martin_ 

2,985 

Evangeline_ 

2,952 

St. Mary_ 

2,599 

Grant_ 

2, 160 

St. Tammany. 

2, 006 

Iberia_ 

2,645 

Tensas _ 

2,966 

Iberville_ 

2, 880 

Terrebonne __ 

2,702 

Jefferson 


Vermilion_ 

2,963 

Davis _ 

2,871 

West Carroll.. 

2,757 

Lafayette _ 

3,232 

State _ 

2,846 


Mississippi 


Bolivar_ 

3,175 

Quitman_ 

2,718 

Coahoma_ 

3,042 

Sharkey_ 

3,116 

De Soto_ 

3, 128 

Sunflower ____ 

3,158 

Hancock _ 

2,482 

Tallahatchie _ 

2,608 

Humphreys_ 

2; 942 

Tate _ 

2 , 668 

Issaquena_ 

2,392 

Tunica_ 

3,034 

Leflore_ 

2, 690 

Washington _ 

3,078 

Panola_ 

3,083 

State- 

3, 069 


Missouri 


Butler_ 

3,777 

Pemiscot_ 

3,050 

Dunklin_ 

3,089 

Ripley_ 

2,835 

Lewis _ 

2, 691 

St. Charles — 

2, 990 

Lincoln _ 

2, 780 

Scott_ 

2,903 

Marion_ 

3,118 

Stoddard- 

3,243 

Mississippi_ 

3,024 

State _ 

3,295 

New Madrid_ 

3,036 



North 

Carolina 


Brunswick — 



1,636 

Hyde_ 



1,634 

State _ 



1,634 


Oklahoma 


McCurtain_ 



3,429 


Normal 

yield 

County (pounds) 

Berkeley__ 1,404 

Charleston_1,205 

Colleton_ 971 

Georgetown.. 1,010 


South Carolina 

Normal 
yield 

County (pounds) 

Horry -1. 585 

Jasper __-_1,600 

Kershaw_1,193 

State-1. 357 


Faulkner 


Hot Spring . 


Jefferson_ 


3,286 

Monroe_ 

3,378 


Tennessee 

2,925 

3,399 

Perry_ 

Phillips_ 

2,464 
2, 762 

Dyer - 

_4, 152 

Lauderdale 

3,236 

Poinsett_ 

3,469 

Fayette ... 

_2, 100 

State — 

3, 100 

Prairie _ 

3,626 

* 

Texas 

2,905 

3, 133 

Pulaski __ 

Randolph_ 

2,805 
3, 136 

Austin ... 

_3,265 

Colorado 

3, 145 

St. Francis_ 

3, 118 

Bowie _ 

_3,258 

Fort Bend.. 

3,373 

White_ 

3, 177 

Brazoria .. 

_2,820 

Galveston . 

3, 280- 

Woodruff_ 

3,328 

Calhoun 

_2,952 

Hardin - 

3,256 

. State_ 

3,398 

Chambers 

... 2,842 

Harris- 


,060 
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Texas —Continued 


Normal 

yield 

County (pounds) 

Polk_2, 690 

Victoria_3,372 

Walker_2,660 

Waller _3,119 

Washington_3, 092 

Wharton _3,189 

State_3, 000 

. 38, as amended by 70 
as amended; 7 U.S.C. 


Normal 
yield 

County ( pounds) 

Jackson-3,206 

Jasper -2, 763 

Jefferson-2, 722 

Lavaca-3, 031 

Liberty --2, 834 

Matagorda-3, 348 

Newton-2, 736 

Orange-2, 604 

(Secs. 301, 376, 62 Stat, 

Stat. 212, 52 Stat. 66, 

1301,1375) 

Effective date: Thirty days following 
publication in the Federal Register. 

Signed at Washington, D.C., on June 

21, 1962. 

H. D. Godfrey, 

Administrator, Agricultural Sta¬ 
bilization and Conservation 
Service. 

[F.R. Doc. 62-6201; Filed, June 25, 1962; 
8:49 a.m.] 


Title 9—ANIMALS AND 
ANIMAL PRODUCTS 

Chapter I—Agricultural Research 

Service, Department of Agriculture 

SUBCHAPTER A—MEAT INSPECTION 
REGULATIONS 

PART 17—labeling 

Smoked Hams and Similar Pork 
Products 

On June 11, 1962, the United States 
District Court for the District of Colum¬ 
bia issued a preliminary injunction in 
the case of Armour and Company v. Free¬ 
man, et al., restraining the Department 
of Agriculture from requiring that 
smoked hams and similar pork products, 
containing not in excess of 10 percent 
added moisture, be labeled as “Imitation” 
under section 17.8(b) of the Meat In¬ 
spection Regulations (9 CFR 17.8(b)). 
Thereafter, section 17.8(b) of the Meat 
Inspection Regulations (9 CFR 17.8(b)) 
was amended (27 F.R. 5734) to require 
that the products involved be labeled 
with the term “Water Added” in a speci¬ 
fied manner. It has been determined 
upon further consideration that it would 
be in the public interest to permit the 
addition of statements on the labels and 
markings of the products identifying the 
extent of the added water and that some 
modification of the prescribed manner of 
labeling with the term “Water Added” 
would also be consistent with the public 
interest. 

Therefore, under paragraphs 5 and 19 
of the Meat Inspection Act, as amended 
(21 U.S.C. 75, 89), and in order to pre¬ 
vent the sale of meat and meat food 
products under false or deceptive names, 
section 17.8(b) of the Meat Inspection 
Regulations (9 CFR 17.8(b), as amend¬ 
ed) is hereby amended by deleting the 
last sentence thereof and inserting after 


the first sentence thereof the following: 
“Ham and other pork products of the 
kinds specified in the provisions in 
§ 17.8(c) (49), (54), and (57), which do 
not conform to such provisions because 
they contain added water not in excess 
of 10 percent of the weight of the fresh, 
uncured products, shall in lieu of com¬ 
plying with the preceding sentence, bear 
on their labels the term ‘Water Added*, 
immediately following the word ‘ham’ or 
other product name, in prominent letter¬ 
ing not less than %ths in height, and 
shall be so marked with the term ‘Water 
Added’, except that the Director of the 
Division may approve smaller lettering 
for labels of small packages, such as 
4-ounce packages of sliced ham, when 
he finds that the size and style of the 
lettering in connection with the product 
name are such as to ensure the promi¬ 
nence of the required term. The quali¬ 
fying phrase ‘Up To 10%’ or equivalent 
phrase may be used in labeling or mark¬ 
ing such products in connection with the 
term ‘Water Added’ at the option of the 
operator of the establishment, provided 
the qualifying phrase does not detract 
from the prominence of the term ‘Water 
Added.’ ^ In marking products with strip 
labels or other approved devices, the re¬ 
quired terminology shall be repeated in 
close apposition the entire length of the 
product, and the qualifying phrase ‘Up 
To 10 %* or equivalent phrase may be 
applied at the ends of the strip label or 
similar device and in small letters be¬ 
tween the repeated term ‘Water Added.’ ” 
The amendment provides that in addi¬ 
tion to the required term “Water Added” 
in labeling and marking the products 
involved, the products may voluntarily 
be labeled and marked with the phrase 
“Up To 10 %” or an equivalent phrase. 
This will provide more specific informa¬ 
tion to the consumer concerning the 
water content of the products. The 
amendment also specifies that the term 
“Water Added” shall, with a limited 
exception for small packages, be in 
prominent lettering not less than %ths 
inches in height. Lettering of this size 
is considered adequate to inform the 
public of the water content of the prod¬ 
ucts. The Department has conducted 
exhaustive rule-making proceedings, in¬ 
cluding 8 public hearings, with respect 
to the water content of smoked hams and 
similar pork products, and in connection 
therewith has received voluminous writ¬ 
ten comments on the subject. It 
appears that further public rule-making 
procedure on the matter would not make 
additional information available to the 
Department. Moreover, it is essential 
that a determination be made as to the 
labeling and marking requirements at 
the earliest possible time so that the 
processors of the products in question 
may adjust their operations to comply 
with such requirements with a minimum 
of expense and inconvenience. There¬ 
fore, under section 4 of the Administra¬ 
tive Procedure Act (5 U.S.C. 1003) it is 
found upon good cause that notice of 
rule-making and other public procedure 
on the amendment are unnecessary and 


good cause is found for making the 
amendment effective less than 30 days 
after publication in the Federal 
Register. 

This amendment shall become effec¬ 
tive upon publication in the Federal 
Register, except that it shall not pre¬ 
clude the voluntary use at federally in¬ 
spected establishments, for a transition 
period expiring not later than August 12, 
1962, of existing stocks of approved labels 
for the products affected by this amend¬ 
ment, or other labels approved by the 
Inspector-In-Charge for such temporary 
use. 

Done at Washington, D.C., this 22d 
day of June 1962. 

M. R. Clarkson, 

Acting Administrator, 
Agricultural Research Service . 

[F.R. Doc. 62-6235; Filed, June 25, 1962; 
8:54 ajn.] 

Title 14-AERONAUTICS AND 
SPACE 

Chapter I—Federal Aviation Agency 

[Reg. Docket No. 1010; Reg. No. SR-392D] 

PART 3—AIRPLANE AIRWORTHINESS; 
NORMAL, UTILITY, AND ACRO¬ 
BATIC CATEGORIES 

PART 4b—AIRPLANE AIRWORTHI¬ 
NESS; TRANSPORT CATEGORIES 

PART 6—ROTORCRAFT AIRWORTHI¬ 
NESS; NORMAL CATEGORIES 

PART 7—ROTORCRAFT AIRWORTHI¬ 
NESS; TRANSPORT CATEGORIES 

PART 40—SCHEDULED INTERSTATE 
AIR CARRIER CERTIFICATION AND 
OPERATION RULES 

PART 41—CERTIFICATION AND OP¬ 
ERATION RULES FOR CERTIFICATED 
ROUTE AIR CARRIERS ENGAGING 
IN OVERSEAS AND FOREIGN AIR 
TRANSPORTATION AND AIR 
TRANSPORTATION WITHIN HA¬ 
WAII AND ALASKA 

PART 42—IRREGULAR AIR CARRIER 
AND OFF-ROUTE RULES 

PART 43—GENERAL OPERATION 
RULES 

Special Civil Air Regulation; Display 
of Experimental Exterior Lighting 
Systems Approved for Use on Air¬ 
craft; Special Civil Air Regulation 

Special Civil Air Regulations No. 
SR-392B, adopted on February 25, 1957, 
and superseded by SR-392C on February 
3, 1962, permitted experimentation with 
exterior lighting systems that did not 
comply with the standards prescribed 
in the Civil Air Regulations on aircraft 
with standard airworthiness certificates. 
Several conditions were imposed to in- 
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sure that the number of aircraft engaged 
in the experiments was reasonably 
limited; that the experimental exterior 
lights were in fact installed for bona 
fide -experimentation; and that the re¬ 
sults of such experimentation became 
generally available. 

In a notice of proposed rule making 
contained in Draft Release No. 61-27 
and published in the Federal Register, 
December 23, 1961 (26 F.R. 12294), the 
Agency gave notice that it had under 
consideration the termination of SR- 
392B, which was then in effect, and re¬ 
quested comments from interested per¬ 
sons. However, the nature of the 
comments received was such that there 
was not sufficient time remaining, before 
the February 25, 1962, termination date 
specified in SR-392B, for their proper 
review and evaluation. To provide the 
time needed, the Agency adopted SR- 
392C which superseded SR-392B without 
revision other than extension of the 
termination date from February 25,1962, 
to June 25,1962. 

On April 3, 1962, the Agency convened 
a public conference (previously an¬ 
nounced by a notice of conference dated 
February 12, 1962) to give persons in¬ 
terested in SR-392C an opportunity to 
supplement their written comments with 
oral presentations, to make additional 
evidence available, and to participate in 
direct discussions with government- 
industry technical people in the aircraft 
lighting field. 

From a study of all comments made on 
the issue, those who support the need 
for an extension of SR-392C contend 
essentially as follows: (1) Experimental 
lighting systems now operating under 
SR-392C are more effective than the 
system prescribed in the Civil Air Regu¬ 
lations; (2) much money and time has 
been invested in the experiments, which 
would be wasted if SR-392C were termi¬ 
nated; (3) extension would continue 
grass-roots cooperation between experi¬ 
enced FA A inspectors and inventors, and 
stimulate inventive initiatives; (4) un- 
restrictive field testing would insure 
reliability of new lighting equipment by 
exposing it to actual service conditions; 

(5) a new lighting concept cannot 
attract financing, or interest manufac¬ 
turing management, unless its sales 
potential is established by flight demon¬ 
strations to prospective customers; and 

(6) there is no satisfactory alternative 
to extension of SR-392C. 

After more than 10 years of experi¬ 
mentation under the provisions of SR- 
392C and predecessor special regulations, 
the evidence supporting the contention 
that various experimental lighting sys¬ 
tems surpass the standard system now 
prescribed in the Civil Air Regulations 
remains inconclusive. For the most 
part, reports submitted by experimenters 
contain subjective evaluations of pro¬ 
posed systems without the use of experi¬ 
mental controls to insure a valid basis 
for comparison. Tests and studies con¬ 
ducted by the Navy Department and by 
the Agency’s National Aviation Facili¬ 


ties Experimental Center have not 
corroborated the advantages claimed by 
private experimenters for their respec¬ 
tive systems. 

The experiments were no doubt ex¬ 
pensive and time-consuming, but the 
persons who undertook them did so 
voluntarily and with no assurance of 
success. In any case, the costs incurred 
in such experiments do not justify the 
indefinitely prolonged display of experi¬ 
mental lighting systems, since these 
systems necessarily introduce some de¬ 
gree of ambiguity and confusion in night 
operations. 

Termination of SR-392C would not 
prevent further lighting experimentation 
since such experiments could still be 
performed under the terms of an experi¬ 
mental airworthiness certificate. There 
appears to be no reason why cooperation 
between FAA inspectors and inventors 
would necessarily diminish if further 
lighting experiments were conducted 
only on that basis. 

The point that unrestricted field test¬ 
ing insures reliability of experimental 
lighting equipment is largely irrelevant 
since the objective of SR-392C was to 
facilitate experiments with new lighting 
concepts rather than to achieve com¬ 
ponent reliability. Component tech¬ 
nology is not in question; and, in any 
case, there is no evidence that unusual 
problems exist. Further, reliability can 
be attained to a large extent by labora¬ 
tory tests in a simulated environment, a 
practice which has worked satisfactorily 
in the past. 

It may be true that the privileges 
granted by SR-392C (as opposed to the 
generally more restrictive terms of ex¬ 
perimental airworthiness certificates) 
make it easier to finance new lighting 
concepts, but similar privileges are not 
granted to those who experiment with 
aircraft in other ways. This preference 
for one class of experimenters over all 
other classes has not been justified in 
terms of safety improvements achieved 
to date. 

Reasonable alternatives to SR-392C 
are, in fact, open to experimenters. 
Experiments may be conducted under the 
terms of an experimental airworthiness 
certificate; and the Agency’s well- 
equipped experimental facilities, with 
trained personnel, are now available for 
cooperative evaluation of new lighting 
concepts developed by inventors. 

For these reasons, the Agency con¬ 
cludes that the arguments offered in 
support of an extension of SR-392C are 
not persuasive; and SR-392C will not 
be continued in effect beyond June 25, 
1962. However, the Agency believes that 
a reasonable transition period of not less 
than one year should be established. 
This would permit 6 months for comple¬ 
tion of experiments begun before June 
25, 1962, the maximum period of experi¬ 
mentation permitted under SR-392C 
without special permission, and would 
allow not less than an additional 6 
months for airplane modifications that 


may be necessitated by the termination 
of experimentation hereunder. 

The various experiments which were 
conducted under the provisions of SR- 
392C and predecessor special regulations, 
although inconclusive, have, neverthe¬ 
less, helped to crystallize the Agency’s 
position on the need for revisions of the 
currently effective exterior lighting 
regulations. Therefore, a proposed rule 
concerning these requirements is under 
study by the Agency. If rule making 
action is initiated as a result of this 
study, it may ultimately affect some of 
the details of the lighting systems now 
required to be installed on aircraft. 
Moreover, if such rule making action is 
initiated it may not be completed before 
December 25, 1962. In such case, a re¬ 
quirement to accomplish the necessary 
modifications within one year after the 
termination of SR-392C, i.e., by June 
25, 1963, may not provide the operator 
with a period of 6 months in which to 
accomplish the modifications, if any, re¬ 
quired by the regulation. 

In order to permit an adequate transi¬ 
tion period for the accomplishment of 
any necessary modifications, this regula¬ 
tion permits the current experimental 
lighting systems to be used until June 25, 
1963, or 6 months after completion of 
the proposed rule making action in re¬ 
gard to exterior lighting systems, which¬ 
ever date is later. If, however, the 
Agency finds at the conclusion of its 
studies that rule making action will not 
be adopted an appropriate notice thereof 
will be issued and published in the 
Federal Register. In such case this 
regulation also permits the experimental 
lighting systems to be used until June 
25, 1963, or 6 months after such notice is 
published in the Federal Register, 
whichever date is later. 

In consideration of the foregoing, the 
following Special Civil Air Regulation is 
adopted to become effective on June 25, 
1962: 

Contrary provisions of the Civil Air Regu¬ 
lations notwithstanding, experimental ex¬ 
terior lighting systems which do not comply 
with the Civil Air Regulations, and which 
were installed for the purposes of experimen¬ 
tation on aircraft with standard airworthi¬ 
ness certificates under the provisions of 
SR-392B or SR-392C, may be displayed until: 

(1) 6 months after the date of publication 
in the Federal Register of either 

(1) revised standards adopted by the 
Agency for exterior lighting systems, or 

(ii) a notice that rule making action to 
revise such standards will not be adopted by 
the Agency; or 

(2) June 25, 1963, if later than that spec¬ 
ified in paragraph (1). 

This Special Civil Air Regulation shall 
remain in effect until superseded or 
rescinded. 

(Secs. 313(a), 601, 603; 72 Stat. 752, 775, 776; 
49 U.S.C. 1354, 1421,1423) 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on June 
22,1962. 

N. E. Halaby, 
Administrator . 

[F.R. Doc. 62-6229; Filed, June 25, 1962; 

8:53 a.m.] 





Tuesday, June 26, 1962 

Chapter 111—Federal Aviation Agency 

SUBCHAPTER E—AIR NAVIGATION 
REGULATIONS 

[Airspace Docket No. 62-WA-62] 

PART 600—DESIGNATION OF 
FEDERAL AIRWAYS 

PART 601—DESIGNATION OF CON¬ 
TROLLED AIRSPACE, REPORTING 
POINTS, POSITIVE CONTROL ROUTE 
SEGMENTS, AND POSITIVE CON¬ 
TROL AREAS 

PART 608—SPECIAL USE AIRSPACE 

Alteration of Federal Airways and 
Associated Control Areas; Revoca¬ 
tion of Control Area Extension and 
Restricted Areas; Alteration of the 
Continental Control Area 

On June 6, 1961, a notice of proposed 
rule making was published in the 
Federal Register (27 P.R. 5341) stating 
that the Federal Aviation Agency pro¬ 
posed to rescind the existing Restricted 
Areas R-6304, R-6305, R-6306, R-6307 
and R-6308 in the vicinity of Webb and 
Reese Air Force Bases, Texas, realign 
and redescribe in part existing low and 
intermediate altitude airways in the area 
and depict on all aeronautical charts 
“Intensive Student Jet Training Areas” 
to provide a form of segregation of stu¬ 
dent jet training flights from other air¬ 
craft operations. The geographic de¬ 
scriptions of the training areas follow: 

1. Name: Reese One Intensive Student Jet 
Training Area. 

Boundary: Beginning at latitude 33°46'00 '* 
N., longitude 103°21'00" W.; to latitude 
34°01'15" N., longitude 103°02'45" W.; 

counterclockwise along the arc of a 30-mile 
radius circle centered at latitude 34°23'0T' 
N., longitude 103°18'58" W.; to latitude 
34°19'00" N., longitude 102°48W' W.; to 
latitude 34°19'00" N., longitude 102°40'00" 
W.; to latitude 34°01'00" N., longitude 

102 06'00" W.; to latitude 33°44'30" N., 
longitude 102 °17'00" W.; to latitude 
33°39'30" N., longitude 102°53'00" W.; 

to latitude 33°41'00" N., longitude 102°53'- 
00" W.; to latitude 33°39'00" N., longitude 
103°21'OO" W.; to the point of beginning. 

Altitudes—12,000 MSL to 23,000 MSL 
inclusive. 

2. Name: Reese Two Intensive Student 
Jet Training Area. 

Boundary: Beginning at latitude 33°37'- 
00" N„ longitude 102°01'00" W.; to latitude 
33°30'00" N., longitude 102°51'00" W.; to 
latitude 33°29'00" N., longitude 102 °5TOO" 
W.; to latitude 33°24'30" N., longitude 103°- 
14'00" W.; to latitude 33°22'00" N., longi¬ 
tude 103°30'00" W.; to latitude 32°57'00" 
N., longitude 103°26'00" W.; to latitude 32°- 
56'00" N., ongitude 103°00'00" W.; to lati¬ 
tude 32°32'00" N., longitude 102°44'00" W.; 
to latitude 32°20'00" N., longitude 102°28'- 
00" W.; to latitude 32°20'25" N., longitude 
102°13'30" W.; to the point of beginning. 

Altitudes—12,000 MSL to 23,000 MSL 
inclusive. 

3. Name: Webb/Reese Three Intensive 
Student Jet Training Area. 

Boundary: Beginning at latitude 32°35'- 
00" N., longitude 100°12'00" W.; to latitude 
32°57'00" N., longitude 100°24'00" W.; to 
latitude 33°24'00" N., longitude 100°44'00" 
W.; to latitude 33°34'00" N., longitude 101°- 
44'00" W.; to latitude 33°28'00" N., longi¬ 
tude 101°61'30" W.; to latitude 32°35'30" 
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N., longitude 102°00'00" W.; to latitude 32°- 
31'30" N., longitude 101°43'45" W.; clock¬ 
wise along an arc of a circle with a 15 nau¬ 
tical mile radius centered on the Big Spring, 
Texas, VOR to latitude 32°28'40" N., longi¬ 
tude 101°12'40" W.; to latitude 32°32'00" 
N., longitude 100°28'00" W.; to the point of 
beginning. 

Altitudes—12,000 MSL to 23,000 MSL 
inclusive. 

4. Name: Webb One Intensive Student Jet 
Training Area. 

Boundary: Beginning at latitude 31°28'45" 
N., longitude 102°50T5" W.; to latitude 31 °- 
04'00" N., longitude 102°42'00" W.; to lati¬ 
tude 30°55'00" N., longitude 101°26'00" W.; 
to latitude 31°13'00" N., longitude 100 0 55'- 
00" W.; to latitude 31°28'00" N., longitude 
100°55'00" W.; to latitude 31°48'00" N., 
longitude 101°50'00" W.; to latitude 31°31'- 
45" N., longitude 102°02'00" W.; clockwise 
along the arc of a 30 nautical mile radius 
circle centered at the Midland, Texas, VOR 
to latitude 31°37'30" N., longitude 102 °33'- 
30" W.; o the point of beginning. 

Altitudes—12,000 MSL to 23,000 MSL 
inclusive. 

5. Name: Webb Two Intensive Student Jet 
Training Area. 

Boundary: Beginning at latitude 31 °37'00" 
N., longitude 100°52'00" W.; to latitude 31 °- 
37'00" N., longitude 100°26'00" W.; to lati¬ 
tude 32°08'00" N., longitude 100°09'30" W.; 
to latitude 32°05'30" N., longitude 100°45'- 
00" W.; to latitude 31°57'00" N., longitude 
101°16'00" W.; to latitude 31°43'00" N. f 
longitude 101°06'00" W.; to latitude 31°37'- 
00" N., longitude 100°52'00" W.; to the point 
of beginning. 

Altitudes—12,000 MSL to 23,000 MSL 
inclusive. 

6. Name: Reese Four Intensive Student 
Jet Training Area. 

Boundary: Beginning at latitude 32°44'00" 
N., longitude 103°46'00" W.; to latitude 
32°30'00" N., longitude 103°30'00" W.; to 
latitude 32°24'00" N., longitude 102°55'00" 
W.; to latitude 32°33'00" N., longitude 102°- 
OO'OO" W.; to latitude 32°33'00" N., longitude 
100°29'00" W.; to latitude 32°58'00" N., 
longitude 100° 29' 00" W.; to latitude 33° 20'- 
00" N., longitude 100°43'00" W.; to latitude 
33°19'00' N., longitude 103°46'00" W.; to 
the point of beginning. 

Altitudes—Flight Level 240 to Flight Level 
450 inclusive. 

Comments received in response to the 
notice indicate that the users of the air¬ 
space endorse the new concept for maxi¬ 
mum utilization of the airspace as pro¬ 
posed in the notice. Some statements 
taken from the responses follow: 

The Aircraft Owners and Pilots Association 
concurs with pleasure with the proposal to 
replace restricted areas at these and at other 
Air Force Bases with jet training areas. The 
development of a plan for joint-use of train¬ 
ing areas by civil aircraft is a substantial step 
forward in the efficient utilization of a vital 
national resource. 

NBAA is pleased that it and other user 
organizations were consulted in the early 
states of this study. The comments and ad¬ 
vice submitted by these organizations con¬ 
tributed significantly to the merit of the 
proposal. The value of this desirable proce¬ 
dure is made more apparent by the creation 
of the four concepts listed above. 

As aviation in general and business avia¬ 
tion in particular continues its predicted 
rapid growth, and as available airspace re¬ 
mains constant, the wisdom of these four 
concepts will become increasingly ap¬ 
parent. 

The Air Transport Association agrees with 
the objective to reduce restricted airspace 
where possible. In this instance, the estab¬ 
lishment of Intensive Student Jet Training 
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Areas as contained in Docket No. 62-WA-62, 
appears to be a forward step. We desire to 
commend the Federal Aviation Agency and 
the Air Force for their forward thinking and 
new approach to this particular problem. 

Some comments were directed to a 
general area as indicated by the follow¬ 
ing statement of the ATA which is con¬ 
sidered representative of other com¬ 
ments. 

The proposal states, “These ‘Intensive 
Student Jet Training Areas’ wiU be used as 
such only for activity that cannot be con¬ 
ducted on a see-and-be-seen basis.” This 
statement is not in agreement with the con¬ 
cept as stated by the Federal Aviation 
Agency in briefings prior to publication of 
the notice of proposed rule making. 

It is our understanding that all types of 
training in these “Intensive Student Jet 
Training Areas” are to be conducted during 
VFR weather conditions and in full accord 
with CAR 60, particularly CAR 60.12 thereof. 
(In other words, on a “see-and-be-seen” 
basis.) 

It was stated in the notice of proposed 
rule making that it was problematical 
that student pilots performing maneu¬ 
vers could maintain the necessary degree 
of vigilance for other aircraft, and that 
intensive student jet training areas will 
be used only for activity that cannot be 
conducted on a see-and-be-seen basis. 
The Agency agrees that these statements 
need clarification and correction so that 
there be no misunderstandings. It was 
the intent of these statements to indi¬ 
cate that all undergraduate pilot train¬ 
ing maneuvers which are not adaptable 
to conventional air traffic control proce¬ 
dures and which cannot be conducted on 
federal airways or in designated control 
zones under current regulations but 
which are permissible in other airspace 
(controlled or uncontrolled), would only 
be performed in the intensive student 
jet training areas. (Other training ac¬ 
tivity which is permitted by current reg¬ 
ulations may be conducted elsewhere.) 
All types of training involved in the sub¬ 
ject case will be conducted under Visual 
Flight Rules and in full accordance with 
the requirements of CAR 60 whether 
they be conducted within or outside of 
the intensive student jet training areas. 
It is to be noted that among other things, 
a pilot conforming with CAR 60 would 
be expected to clear his position prior to 
starting any aerial maneuver and avoid 
preoccupation which detracts from vigi¬ 
lance (see C of note under CAR 60.12). 
Additionally, pilots operating under cur¬ 
rent regulations should, prior to starting 
an acrobatic maneuver, scan the entire 
vicinity to be reasonably sure that no 
other aircraft is within dangerous prox¬ 
imity. (See note under CAR 60.16.) 
These requirements recognize that pilots 
have varying capability to maintain vig¬ 
ilance, particularly during the conduct 
of various maneuvers, whether they be 
normal flight maneuvers or acrobatic 
maneuvers. It is for this reason that the 
requirements exist for prior clearance of 
position and prior scanning of an area. 
Current regulatory requirements have 
not precluded the performance of 
training maneuvers, including acro¬ 
batics, by either military or civilian 
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aircraft and should not work to the det¬ 
riment of the military training activities 
contemplated in the subject case. Fur¬ 
thermore, as an added measure of safety 
and to compensate for any possible re¬ 
duction in vigilance capability on the 
part of military pilots undergoing train¬ 
ing in the intensive student jet training 
areas, VFR flights desiring to transit 
these areas will be able to obtain current 
information concerning the flight activ¬ 
ities in progress as well as traffic advisory 
information. In view of these additional 
precautions, it is considered unnecessary 
to prohibit transiting of these areas by 
VFR civilian aircraft operating in ac¬ 
cordance with the provisions of CAR 60. 

The undergraduate pilot training pro¬ 
gram has been in effect for approxi¬ 
mately one year. In that time an envi¬ 
able safety record has been compiled; 
nevertheless, in an effort to establish a 
form of segregation and enhance the 
degree of safety, the Agency has de¬ 
termined that the actions taken herein 
are not only appropriate but necessary. 

In addition, it was proposed to desig¬ 
nate certain airway segments so that 
altitudes above 11,000 feet could be em¬ 
ployed during those periods when the 
proposed training areas are not in use. 
Therefore, when the training areas are 
not in use, the El Paso Air Route Traffic 
Control Center will utilize the altitudes 
above 11,000 feet for Instrument Flight 
Rule traffic along the airways within the 
geographical limits of the “Intensive 
Student Jet Training Areas” depicted on 
aeronautical charts. However, when the 
areas are in use, the El Paso Center will 
not authorize flight along the airway 
segments above 11,000 feet and such air¬ 
way segments will not be employed as 
airways above 11,000 feet. Consequently, 
the prohibition of acrobatics on airways 
is not considered applicable within the 
altitude and geographical limits of the 
“Intensive Student Jet Training Areas” 
when such areas are in use for student 
jet training by the Air Training Com¬ 
mand. 

The ATA in their reply also recom¬ 
mended airway realignments not pro¬ 
posed in the notice. Such changes could 
not be made at this time. However, the 
recommendations will be studied and if 
considered advantageous and desirable 
will be the subject of separate action. 

Interested persons have been afforded 
an opportunity to participate in the 
making of the rules herein adopted, and 
due consideration has been given to all 
relevant matter presented. 

The substance of the proposed amend¬ 
ments having been published, therefore, 
pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the Administrator (25 F.R. 12582) 
and for the reasons stated herein and in 
the notice, the following actions are 
taken * 

1. In the text of § 600.6014 (14 CFR 
600.6014, 27 F.R. 4593) “From the Ros¬ 
well, N. Mex., VOR via the INT of the 
Roswell VOR 063° and the Lubbock VOR 
277° radials; Lubbock, Tex., VOR, includ¬ 
ing a south alternate from the Roswell 
VOR direct to the Lubbock VOR;” is 
deleted and “From the Roswell, N. Mex., 
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VOR via the Lubbock, Texas, VOR;” is 
substituted therefor. 

2. In the text of § 600.6068 (14 CFR 
600.6068, 27 F.R. 4243) “San Angelo, Tex., 
omnirange station, including a south 
alternate via the intersection of the Mid¬ 
land, omnirange 146° True and the San 
Angelo omnirange 278° True radials;” 
and “The portions of this airway which 
conflict with the Corpus Christi Re¬ 
stricted Area (R-227) are excluded.” are 
deleted and “San Angelo, Texas, VOR, 
including a S alternate via the INT of 
the Midland VOR 128° and the San 
Angelo VOR 278° radials;” and “The air¬ 
space within R-6301 is excluded.” is sub¬ 
stituted therefor. 

3. In the text of § 600.6076 (14 CFR 
600.6076) “including a north alternate 
via the INT of the Big Spring VOR 124° 
and the San Angelo VOR 024° radials;” 
is deleted 

4. In the text of § 600.6102 (14 CFR 
600.6102) “point of INT of the Roswell 
VOR 080° and the Texico, N. Mex., VOR 
216° radials; the point of INT of the 
Texico, N. Mex., VOR 216° and the Lub¬ 
bock VOR 277° radials; Lubbock, Tex., 
VOR;” is deleted and “Lubbock, Texas, 
VORTAC;” is substituted therefor. 

5. In the text of § 600.6280 (14 CFR 
600.6280, 27 F.R. 1757) “INT of the Ros¬ 
well VOR 080° and the Texico VOR 216° 
radials; Texico, N. Mex., VOR;” is de¬ 
leted and “INT of the Roswell VOR 063° 
and the Texico, N. Mex., VOR 216° 
radials; Texico VOR, including a S al¬ 
ternate via the INT of the Roswell VOR 
080° and the Texico VOR 216° radials;” 
is substituted therefore 

6. In the text of § 600.1540 (26 F.R. 
1085; 27 F.R. 1455, 3194) “INT of the 
Wink VOR 066° and the Big Spring, Tex., 
VOR 260° radials;” is deleted and “INT 
of the Wink VOR 068° and the Big 
Spring, Texas, VOR 256° radials;” is 
substituted therefor. 

7. In the text of § 600.1614 (26 F.R. 
1088) “From the Salt Flat, Tex., VOR 
via the INT of the Salt Flat VOR 055° 
and the Hobbs, N. Mex., VOR 242° 
radials; Hobbs VOR; thence 10-mile wide 
airway via the INT of the Hobbs VOR 
077° and the Lubbock, Tex., VOR 188° 
radials; to the Lubbock VOR;” is de¬ 
leted and “From the Salt Flat, Texas, 
VOR to the Carlsbad, N. Mex., VOR; 
thence id-mile wide airway to the INT 
of the Carlsbad VOR 021° and the Ros¬ 
well, N. Mex., VOR 115° radials; thence 
14-mile wide airway to the INT of the 
Carlsbad VOR 021° and the Roswell 
VOR 089° radials; thence to the INT of 
the Carlsbad VOR 021° and the Roswell 
VOR 080° radials; thence 14-mile wide 
airway to the INT of the Roswell VOR 
080° and the Hobbs, N. Mex., VOR 003° 
radials; thence 12-mile wide airway to 
the INT of the Lubbock VOR 262° and 
the Hobbs VOR 014° radials; thence 10- 
mile wide airway to the Lubbock VOR;” 
is substituted therefor. 

8. The text of § 600.1618 (26 F.R. 1088) 
is amended to read as follows: “From 
the Roswell, N. Mex., VOR 10-mile wide 
airway to the INT of the Roswell VOR 
080° and the Texico, N. Mex., VOR 212° 
radials; thence 14-mile wide airway to 
the INT of the Lubbock, Texas, VOR 


262° and the Hobbs, N. Mex., VOR 003° 
radials; thence 12-mile wide airway to 
the INT of the Lubbock VOR 262° and 
the Hobbs VOR 014° radials; thence 10- 
mile wide airway to the Lubbock VOR; 
thence via the Guthrie, Texas, VOR to 
the Wichita Falls, Texas, VOR.” 

9. In Part 601 (14 CFR Part 601) 

§ 601.1456 Control area extension (El 
Paso, Texas ) (Webb/Reese areas ) is re¬ 
voked. 

10. In § 608.63 (14 CFR 608.63) the 
following are revoked: 

a. R-6304 Reese AFB, Tex. 

b. R-6305 Reese AFB, Tex. 

c. R-6306 Webb AFB, Tex. 

d. R-6307 Webb AFB, Tex. 

e. R-6308 Webb AFB, Tex. 

11. The text of § 601.6280 (14 CFR 
601.6280) is amended to read: “All of 
VOR Federal airway No. 280 including 
a S alternate.” 

12. In § 601.7101 (14 CFR 601.7101) 
the following are deleted: 

a. Rr-6304 Reese AFB, Tex. 

b. R-6305 Reese AFB, Tex. 

c. R-6306 Webb AFB, Tex. 

d. R-6307 Webb AFB, Tex. 

e. R-6308 Webb AFB, Tex. 

These amendments shall become effec¬ 
tive 0001 e.s.t. July 26, 1962. 

(Sec. 307(a), 72 Stat. 749; U.S.C. 1348) 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on June 
22,1962. 

Lee E. Warren, 
Acting Director, 

Air Traffic Service. 

[F.R. Doc. 62-6203; Filed, June 25, 1962; 
8:49 a.m.] 

Title 16-COMMERCIAL 
PRACTICES 

Chapter I—Federal Trade Commission 

[Docket C-67] 

PART 13—PROHIBITED TRADE 
PRACTICES 

Alamo Fruit & Vegetable Co. f Inc. 

Subpart—Discriminating in price un¬ 
der Sec. 2, Clayton Act—Payment or 
acceptance of commission, brokerage or 
other compensation under 2(c): § 13.820 
Direct buyers. 

(Sec. 6, 38 Stat. 721; 15 U.S.C. 46. Interprets 
or applies sec. 2, 49 Stat. 1527; 15 U.S.C. 13) 
[Cease and desist order. Alamo Fruit & Veg¬ 
etable Co., Inc., Alamo, Tex., Docket C-67, 
Jan. 24, 1962] 

In the Matter of Alamo Fruit & Vege¬ 
table Co., Inc., a Corporation 

Consent order requiring an Alamo, 
Tex., packer of citrus fruit to cease vio¬ 
lating section 2(c) of the Clayton Act 
by paying brokerage or discounts to some 
brokers and direct buyers on purchases 
for their own accounts for resale. 

The order to cease and desist, includ¬ 
ing further order requiring report of 
compliance therewith, is as follows: 

It is ordered, That the respondent 
Alamo Fruit & Vegetable Co., Inc., a 
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corporation, and its officers, agents, 
representatives and employees, directly 
or through any corporate or other de¬ 
vice, in connection with the sale of citrus 
fruit or fruit products, in commerce, as 
“commerce” is defined in the Clayton 
A C t as amended, do forthwith cease and 
desist from: Paying, granting, or allow¬ 
ing, directly or indirectly, to any buyer 
or to anyone acting for or in behalf of or 
who is subject to the direct or indirect 
control of such buyer, anything of value 
as a commission, brokerage, or other 
compensation, or any allowance or dis¬ 
count in lieu thereof, upon or in connec¬ 
tion with any sale of citrus fruit or fruit 
products to such buyer for his own ac¬ 
count. 

It is further ordered, That the re¬ 
spondent herein shall, within sixty (60) 
days after service upon it of this order, 
file with the Commission a report in 
writing setting forth in detail the manner 
and form in which it has complied with 
this order. 

Issued: January 24, 1962. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Joseph W. Shea, 

Secretary . 

[PH. Doc. 62-6171; Piled, June 26, 1962; 

8:45 a.m.j 


[Docket C-66] 

PART 13—prohibited trade 
PRACTICES 

Eustis Fruit Co., Inc. 

Subpart—Discriminating in price un¬ 
der Sec. 2, Clayton Act—Payment or 
acceptance of commission, brokerage or 
other compensation under 2(c): § 13.820 
Direct buyers. 

(Sec. 6, 38 Stat. 721; 15 U.S.C. 46. Interprets 
or applies sec. 2, 49 Stat. 1527; 15 U.S.C. 13) 
[Cease and desist order, Eustis Fruit Com¬ 
pany, Inc., Eustis, Fla., Docket C-66, Jan. 24, 

1962] 

In the Matter of Eustis Fruit Company, 
Inc., a Corporation 

Consent order requiring a Eustis, Fla., 
packer of citrus fruit, selling its products 
both directly to purchasers and through 
brokers, to cease violating section 2(c) 
of the Clayton Act by paying a commis¬ 
sion or other compensation in lieu there¬ 
of to brokers and direct buyers purchas¬ 
ing for their own accounts for resale. 

The order to cease and desist, includ¬ 
ing further order requiring report of 
compliance therewith, is as follows: 

It is ordered, That the respondent Eus¬ 
tis Fruit Company, Inc., a corporation, 
and its officers, agents, representatives 
and employees, directly or through any 
corporate or other device, in connection 
with the sale of citrus fruit, or fruit 
products, in commerce, as “commerce” 
is defined in the Clayton Act, as 
amended, do forthwith cease and desist 
from: Paying, granting, or allowing, di¬ 
rectly or indirectly, to any buyer or to 
anyone acting for or in behalf of or who 
is subject to the direct or indirect con¬ 
trol of such buyer, anything of value as 
a commission, brokerage, or other com¬ 
pensation, or any allowance or discount 
No. 123-2 


in lieu theref, upon or in connection with 
any sale of citrus fruit or fruit products 
to such buyer for his own account. 

It is further ordered, That the re¬ 
spondent herein shall, within sixty (60) 
days after service upon it of this order, 
file with the Commission a report in 
writing setting forth in detail the man¬ 
ner and form in which it has complied 
with this order. 

Issued: January 24, 1962. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Joseph W. Shea, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 62-6172; Filed, June 25, 1962; 

8:45 a.m.] 


[Docket 8134 o.] 

PART 13—PROHIBITED TRADE 
PRACTICES 

George’s Radio and Television Co. r 
Inc., and George Wasserman 

Subpart—Advertising falsely or mis¬ 
leadingly: § 13.155 Prices: § 13.155-40 
Exaggerated as regular and customary. 

(Sec. 6, 38 Stat. 721; 15 U.S.C. 46. Interprets 
or applies sec. 5, 38 Stat. 719, as amended; 
15 U.S.C. 45) [Cease and desist order, 
George’s Radio and Television Company, Inc., 
et al., Washington, D.C., Docket 8134, Jan. 
19, 1962] 

In the Matter of George’s Radio and 
Television Company, Inc., a Corpora¬ 
tion, and George Wasserman, Individ¬ 
ually and as an Officer of the Said 
Corporation. 

Order requiring retailers of electrical 
appliances and other merchandise in 
Washington, D.C., to cease representing 
falsely in newspaper advertising that a 
fictitiously high price or an excessive 
“Mfr’s. Sug. List” was the usual retail 
price in the Washington area and that 
purchasers of merchandise at the adver¬ 
tised sale price would save the difference 
between the two. 

The order to cease and desist is as 
follows: 

It is ordered, That respondents, 
George's Radio and Television Company, 
Inc., a corporation, and its officers and 
George Wasserman, individually and as 
an officer of said corporation, and re¬ 
spondents' agents, representatives, and 
employees, directly, or as George's 
Warehouse Supermarts, or through any 
corporate or other device, in connection 
with the offering for sale, sale and dis¬ 
tribution of electrical appliances or any 
other merchandise in commerce, as 
“commerce” is defined in the Federal 
Trade Commission Act, do forthwith 
cease and desist from: 

1. Representing, directly or by impli¬ 
cation: 

(a) Through the use of the term 
“Manufacturer's Suggested List” or any 
other term of the same import, or in any 
other manner, that any amount is the 
price of merchandise in respondents' 
trade area when it is in excess of the 
price at which merchandise is usually 
and customarily sold at retail in said 
trade area. 


(b) That any price, when accom¬ 
panied or unaccompanied by any de¬ 
scriptive language, was the price at 
which the merchandise advertised was 
usually and customarily sold at retail by 
the respondents unless such advertised 
merchandise was in fact usually and 
customarily sold at retail at such price 
by the respondents in the recent past. 

(c) That any saving is offered in the 
purchase of merchandise from the re¬ 
spondents' price or the price in the 
respondents' trade area unless the price 
at which the merchandise is offered con¬ 
stitutes a reduction from the price at 
which said merchandise is usually and 
customarily sold at retail by the re¬ 
spondent or at which said merchandise 
is usually and customarily sold at retail 
in said trade area. 

2. Misrepresenting, in any manner, 
the amount of savings available to pur¬ 
chasers of respondents' merchandise or 
the amount by which the price of said 
merchandise has been reduced from the 
price at which it is usually and custom¬ 
arily sold at retail by the respondents 
or in the trade area or areas where the 
representations are made. 

By “Final Order”, report of compli¬ 
ance was required as follows: 

It is further ordered. That the re¬ 
spondents shall, within sixty (60) days 
after service upon them of this order, 
file with the Commission a report, in 
writing, setting forth in detail the man¬ 
ner and form in which they have com¬ 
plied with the order to cease and desist. 

Issued: January 19,1962. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Joseph W. Shea, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 62-6173; Filed, June 25, 1962; 

8:45 a.m.] 


[Docket C-63] 

PART 13—PROHIBITED TRADE 
PRACTICES 

Gilchrist Co. et al. 

Subpart—Advertising falsely or mis¬ 
leadingly: § 13.155 Prices: § 13.155-40 
Exaggerated as regular and customary; 
§ 13.155-70 Percentage savings; § 13.235 
Source or origin: § 13.235-35 History. 
Subpart—Invoicing products falsely: 
§ 13.1108 Invoicing products falsely: 
§ 13.1108-45 Fur Products Labeling Act. 
Subpart—Misbranding or mislabeling: 
§ 13.1212 Formal regulatory and statu¬ 
tory requirements: § 13.1212-30 Fur 
Products Labeling Act. Subpart—Neg¬ 
lecting, unfairly or deceptively, to make 
material disclosure: § 13.1845 Composi¬ 
tion: § 13.1845-30 Fur Products Labeling 
Act; § 13.1852 Formal regulatory and 
statutory requirements: § 13.1852-35 Fur 
Products Labeling Act; § 13.1865 Manu¬ 
facture or preparation: § 13.1865-40 Fur 
Products Labeling Act; § 13.1900 Source 
or origin: § 13.1900-40 Fur Products 
Labeling Act: § 13.1900-40(b) Place. 

(Sec. 6, 38 Stat. 721; 15 U.S.C. 46. Interpret 
or apply sec. 5, 38 Stat. 719, as amended; Sec. 
8, 65 Stat. 179; 15 U.S.C. 45, 69f) [Cease and 
desist order, Gilchrist Company et al., Boston, 
Mass., Docket C-63, Jan. 17, 1962] 
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In the Matter of Gilchrist Company, a 

Corporation, and Cummins Furs, Inc., 

a Corporation , and Lewis H. Cummins, 

Individually and as an Officer of Cum¬ 
mins Furs, Inc. 

Consent order requiring Boston fur¬ 
riers to cease violating the Fur Products 
Labeling Act by failing, in labeling, in¬ 
voicing, and advertising, to show the true 
animal name of fur used in fur products 
and when the fur was artificially colored; 
failing, in invoicing, to show the country 
of origin of imported furs; using the 
term “blended” improperly in labeling 
and advertising; advertising falsely that 
prices were reduced from usual prices 
which were in fact fictitious, that they 
were reduced “Mj to W, and that fur 
products on sale were “surplus stock” of 
another firm; failing to maintain ade¬ 
quate records as a basis for price and 
value claims; and failing in other re¬ 
spects to comply with requirements of 
the Act. 

The order to cease and desist, includ¬ 
ing further order requiring report of 
compliance therewith, is as follows; 

It is ordered, That respondents Gil¬ 
christ Company, a corporation, and its 
officers, and Cummins Furs, Inc., a cor¬ 
poration, and its officers, and Lewis H. 
Cummins, individually and as an officer 
of Cummins Furs, Inc., and respondents’ 
representatives, agents and employees, 
directly or through any corporate or 
other device, in connection with the in¬ 
troduction into commerce, or the sale, 
advertising, or offering for sale in com¬ 
merce, or the transportation or distribu¬ 
tion in commerce of any fur product; or 
in connection with the sale, advertising, 
offering for sale, transportation, or dis¬ 
tribution of any fur product which is 
made in whole or in part of fur which has 
been shipped and received in commerce, 
as “commerce”, “fur”, and “fur product” 
are defined in the Fur Products Labeling 
Act, do forthwith cease and desist from; 

1. Misbranding fur products by; 

A. Failing to affix labels to fur prod¬ 
ucts showing in words and figures plainly 
legible all the information required to be 
disclosed by each of the subsections of 
section 4(2) of the Fur Products Label¬ 
ing Act. 

B. Setting forth the term “blended” 
as part of the information required 
under section 4(2) of the Fur Products 
Labeling Act and the rules and regula- 

- tions promulgated thereunder to de¬ 
scribe the pointing, bleaching, dyeing, 
tip-dyeing or otherwise artificially color¬ 
ing of furs. 

C. Setting forth information required 
under section 4(2) of the Fur Products 
Labeling Act and rules and regulations 
promulgated thereunder mingled with 
non-required information. 

2. Falsely or deceptively invoicing fur 
products by: 

A. Failing to furnish invoices to pur¬ 
chasers of fur products showing in words 
and figures plainly legible all the infor¬ 
mation required to be disclosed by each 
of the subsections of section 5(b) (1) of 
the Fur Products Labeling Act. 

B. Setting forth the term “blended” as 
part of the information required under 
section 5(b) (1) of the Fur Products La¬ 
beling Act and the rules and regulations 
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promulgated thereunder to describe the 
pointing, bleaching, dyeing, tip-dyeing 
or otherwise artificial coloring of furs. 

3. Falsely or deceptively advertising 
fur products through the use of any ad¬ 
vertisement, representation, public an¬ 
nouncement or notice which is intended 
to aid, promote or assist, directly or in¬ 
directly, in the sale, or offering for sale 
of fur products and which; 

A. Fails to disclose; 

1. The name or names of the animal 
or animals producing the fur or furs con¬ 
tained in the fur product, as set forth 
in the Fur Products Name Guide, and 
as prescribed under the Rules and 
Regulations. 

2. That the fur product contains or 
is composed of bleached, dyed or other¬ 
wise artificially colored fur when such is 
the fact. 

B. Represents directly or by implica¬ 
tion that the regular or usual price of 
any fur product is any amount which 
is in excess of the price at which re¬ 
spondents have usually and customarily 
sold such products in the recent regular 
course of business. 

C. Represents directly or by implica¬ 
tion through percentage savings claims 
that prices of fur products are reduced 
in direct proportion to the amount of 
savings stated when such is not the fact. 

D. Misrepresents in any manner the 
savings available to purchasers of re¬ 
spondents’ fur products. 

E. Represents directly or by implica¬ 
tion that fur products are surplus stock 
of another firm when such is not the fact. 

F. Sets forth the term “blended” as 
part of the information required under 
section 5(a) of the Fur Products Label¬ 
ing Act and the rules and regulations 
promulgated thereunder to describe the 
pointing, bleaching, dyeing, tip-dyeing 
or otherwise artificial coloring of furs. 

4. Making claims and representations 
of the types covered by subsections (a), 
(b), (c), and (d) of Rule 44 of the rules 
and regulations promulgated under the 
Fur Products Labeling Act unless there 
are maintained by respondents full and 
adequate records disclosing the facts 
upon which such claims and representa¬ 
tions are based. 

It is further ordered , That the re¬ 
spondents herein shall, within sixty (60) 
days after service upon them of this 
order, file with the Commission a report 
in writing setting forth in detail the 
manner and form in which they have 
complied with this order. 

Issued; January 17, 1962. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Joseph W. Shea, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 62-6174; Filed, June 25, 1962; 

8:46 a.m.] 


[Docket C—64] 

PART 13—PROHIBITED TRADE 
PRACTICES 

George C. Palmer Co., Inc., and 
Oscar Edward Johnson 

Subpart—Discriminating in price un¬ 
der section 2, Clayton Act—Payment or 


acceptance of commission, brokerage or 
other compensation under 2(c): § 13.820 
Direct buyers. 

(Sec. 6, 38 Stat. 721; 15 U.S.C. 46. Interprsts 
or applies sec. 2, 49 Stat. 1527; 15 U.S.C. 13 ) 
[Cease and desist order, George C. Palmer 
Co., Inc., et al., Minneapolis, Minn., Docket 
C-64, Jan. 17, 1962] 

In the Matter of George C. Palmer Co., 

Inc., a Corporation, and Oscar Edward 

Johnson, Individually and as an Of¬ 
ficer of Said Corporation 

Consent order requiring a Minneap¬ 
olis wholesale distributor of citrus fruit, 
produce, and other food products, to 
cease accepting illegal brokerage on pur¬ 
chases for its own account, such as a 
discount of 10 cents per 1% bushel box 
of citrus fruit from Texas packers, or a 
lower price reflecting such commission. 

The order to cease and desist, includ¬ 
ing further order requiring report of 
compliance therewith, is as follows: 

It is ordered. That respondent George 

C. Palmer Co., Inc., a corporation, and 
its officers, and Oscar Edward Johnson, 
individually and as an officer of George 
C. Palmer Co., Inc., and respondents’ 
agents, representatives and employees, 
directly or through any corporate or 
other device, in connection with the 
purchase of citrus fruit or produce in 
commerce, as “commerce” is defined in 
the Clayton Act, as amended, do forth¬ 
with cease and desist from: Receiving or 
accepting, directly or indirectly, from 
any seller, anything of value as a com¬ 
mission, brokerage, or other compensa¬ 
tion, or any allowance or discount in 
lieu thereof, upon or in connection with 
any purchase of citrus fruit or produce 
for respondents’ own account, or where 
respondents are the agents, representa¬ 
tives, or other intermediaries acting for 
or in behalf, or are subject to the direct 
or indirect control, of any buyer. 

It is further ordered. That the re¬ 
spondents herein shall, within sixty ( 60 ) 
days after service upon them of this 
order, file with the Commission a report 
in writing setting forth in detail the 
manner and form in which they have # 
complied with this order. 

Issued: January 17, 1962. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Joseph W. Shea, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 62-6175; Filed, June 25, 1962; 

8:46 a.m.] 


[Docket C-65] 

PART 13—PROHIBITED TRADE 
PRACTICES 

Westinghoose Electric Corp. et al. 

Subpart—Combining or conspiring: 
§ 13.430 To enhance, maintain or unijy^ 
prices; § 13.493 To submit collusive bids. 

(Sec. 6, 38 Stat. 721; 15 U.S.C. 46. Interpret 
or apply sec. 5, 38 Stat. 719, as amended, 
15 U.S.C. 45) [Cease and desist order, West- 
inghouse Electric Corporation (Pittsburgh 
Pa.) et al., Docket C-65, Jan. 18, 1962] 


1 New. 
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In the Matter of Westinghouse Electric 
Corporation, a Corporation; Daniel L . 
Sweeney , Individually and as Indus¬ 
trial Sales Manager, Micarta Division, 
Westinghouse Electric Corporation; 
St. Regis Paper Company, a corpora¬ 
tion; The Garrett Corporation, a Cor¬ 
poration; Walter L. Clark, Individually 
and as Division Manager, Air Cruisers 
Division, The Garrett Corporation; 
and John M. Zeier, an Individual 

Consent order requiring three corpora¬ 
tions and the three individuals who par¬ 
ticipated directly in the illegal activities 
in their behalf, to cease engaging in a 
price -fixing conspiracy in the sale of 
polyethylene shielding material—sold 
principally to naval ship yards and used 
as radiation shields around atomic re¬ 
actors on naval vessels—in the course 
of which, at meetings and otherwise, 
they agreed upon, fixed, and maintained 
prices, terms, and conditions of sale, and 
agreed upon the price they would bid on 
particular bids submissions requested by 
customers. 

The order to cease and desist, includ¬ 
ing further order requiring report of 
compliance therewith, is as follows: 

It is ordered. That corporate respond¬ 
ents Westinghouse Electric Corporation, 
a corporation; St. Regis Paper Company, 
a corporation; The Garrett Corporation, 
a corporation, their respective officers, 
agents, representatives and employees, 
and individual respondents Daniel L. 
Sweeney, individually and as industrial 
sales manager, Micarta Division, West- 
inghcuse Electric Corporation; Walter 
L. Clark, individually and as division 
manager, Air Cruisers Division, The Gar¬ 
rett Corporation; and John M. Zeier, in¬ 
dividually, directly, indirectly or through 
any corporate or other device in connec¬ 
tion with the manufacture, sale and dis¬ 
tribution or sale and distribution in 
commerce between and among the sev¬ 
eral States of the United States and in 
the District of Columbia of polyethylene 
shielding material, do forthwith cease 
and desist from entering into, cooperat¬ 
ing in, carrying out or continuing any 
conspiracy, planned common course of 
action, understanding, combination or 
agreement between any one or more of 
said respondents, or between any one or 
more of said respondents and any other 
person, persons or business entity not a 
party hereto, to do or perform any of 
the following acts, practices or things: 

A. Fix or maintain prices, terms or 
conditions for the sale of polyethylene 
shielding material; 

B. Fix or maintain prices, terms or 
conditions of sale to be used in submit¬ 
ting bids on polyethylene shielding ma¬ 
terial; and 

C. Bid or quote, refrain from bidding 
or quoting, or causing another to bid or 
quote or refrain from bidding or quoting 
to any purchaser or prospective pur¬ 
chaser of polyethylene shielding mate¬ 
rial. 

It is further ordered, That corporate 
respondents Westinghouse Electric Cor¬ 
poration, a corporation; St. Regis Paper 
Company, a corporation; The Garrett 
Corporation, a corporation, their respec¬ 
tive officers, agents, representatives, em¬ 
ployees, and individual respondents 
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Daniel L. Sweeney, individually and as 
industrial sales manager, Micarta Divi¬ 
sion, Westinghouse Electric Corporation; 
Walter L. Clark, individually and as di¬ 
vision manager, Air Cruisers Division, 
The Garrett Corporation; and John M. 
Zeier, individually, directly, indirectly or 
through any corporate or other device 
in connection with the manufacture, sale 
and distribution or sale and distribution 
in commerce between and among the 
several states of the United States and 
in the District of Columbia of polyeth¬ 
ylene shielding material, do individually 
and independently forthwith cease and 
desist from: 

A. Attending meetings at which any 
other respondent or respondents or man¬ 
ufacturers of polyethylene shielding ma¬ 
terial not a party hereto are present, at 
which the prices, terms or conditions for 
the sale of polyethylene shielding mate¬ 
rial are discussed; 

B. Attending meetings at which any 
other respondent or respondents or man¬ 
ufacturers of polyethylene shielding ma¬ 
terial not a party hereto are present, at 
which the prices, terms or conditions for 
the sale of polyethylene shielding mate¬ 
rial to be bid on particular bids are 
discussed; 

C. Holding or participating in any dis¬ 
cussions by telephone or otherwise, with 
any competitior or competitors pertain¬ 
ing to prices, terms or conditions of sale 
of polyethylene shielding material; 

D. Sending to, requesting from, or ex¬ 
changing with any competitor or com¬ 
petitors any information written or oral 
pertaining to prices, terms or conditions 
of sale of polyethylene shielding mate¬ 
rial; and 

E. Formulating or submitting any bid 
on polyethylene shielding material to a 
purchaser or prospective purchaser the 
prices or terms and conditions of sale 
of which are based in any way upon in¬ 
formation obtained in a manner pro¬ 
hibited by (A), (B), (C), and (D) above. 

It is further ordered, That corporate 
respondents Westinghouse Electric Cor¬ 
poration, a corporation; St. Regis Paper 
Company, a corporation; The Garrett 
Corporation, a corporation, shall, within 
sixty (60) days after the effective date 
of this order, each individually and in¬ 
dependently: 

A. Review its then prevailing prices 
for polyethylene shielding material; 

B. Cancel existing price lists for poly¬ 
ethylene shielding material, and cancel 
existing prices for polyethylene shield¬ 
ing material not based on lawful con¬ 
siderations ; 

C. Determine prices for polyethylene 
shielding material based upon lawful 
considerations; and 

D. Establish the prices determined 
under (C) above, which prices shall be¬ 
come effective not later than sixty (60) 
days from the date of service of this 
order, provided, however, that establish¬ 
ment of any new prices within said sixty 
(60) days shall not be construed as in¬ 
dicating that the former prices were in 
any way unlawful. Nothing contained 
herein shall prevent any respondent act¬ 
ing independently and for a lawful pur¬ 
pose from hereafter deviating from, 
modifying or otherwise changing prices 
established hereunder. 
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Provided, however, That: 

(1) Nothing contained in this order 
shall prohibit any respondent or the 
officers, agents, representatives or em¬ 
ployees of such respondent from com¬ 
municating in any way with the officers, 
agents, representatives or employees of 
such respondent in connection with the 
purchase or sale (by bid or otherwise) 
of polyethylene shielding material, or 
from negotiating or entering into with 
any other person, persons, or business 
entity any bona fide purchase or sale 
(by bid or otherwise) of polyethylene 
shielding material at prices, terms or 
conditions of sale independently offered 
or accepted in such transaction. 

(2) Nothing contained in this order 
shall be construed as prohibiting any 
respondent from formulating or sub¬ 
mitting a joint bid for polyethylene 
shielding material with any other per¬ 
son, persons or business entity to any 
governmental unit or agency or in con¬ 
nection with any contract to be per¬ 
formed for any governmental unit or 
agency if such joint bid is expressly re¬ 
quested by the purchaser or if such joint 
bid is expressly made known to the pur¬ 
chaser by the time of the official opening 
of the bid or the date of contract of sale, 
whichever is earlier, providing that, for 
a period of five (5) years from the ef¬ 
fective date of this order any respondent 
submitting such a joint bid for poly¬ 
ethylene shielding material notify the 
Federal Trade Commission of each such 
joint bid within thirty (30) days after 
the official opening of the bid or the date 
of contract of sale, whichever is earlier. 

It is further ordered , That each of the 
respondents shall, within sixty (60) days 
after the service upon them of this order, 
file with the Commission a report in 
writing setting forth in detail the man¬ 
ner and form in which each has com¬ 
plied with this order. 

Issued: January 18, 1962. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Joseph W. Shea, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 62-6176; Filed, June 25, 1962; 

8:46 a.m.] 


Title 21—FOOD AND DRUGS 

Chapter I—Food and Drug Adminis¬ 
tration, Department of Health, Edu¬ 
cation, and Welfare 
SUBCHAPTER B—FOOD AND FOOD PRODUCTS 

PART 19—CHEESES; PROCESSED 
CHEESES? CHEESE FOODS; CHEESE 
SPREADS, AND RELATED FOODS; 
DEFINITIONS AND STANDARDS OF 
IDENTITY 

Muenster Cheese for Manufacturing; 
Identity 

In the matter of establishing a defini¬ 
tion and standard of identity for muens¬ 
ter cheese for manufacturing and of 
amending the standards for specified 
pasteurized cheese products, to make 
muenster cheese for manufacturing a 
permitted ingredient: 
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A notice of proposed rule making was 
published in the Federal Register of 
April 14, 1962 (27 F.R. 3612), setting 
forth a proposal filed by Mr. Fred Galli, 
Secretary, The Wisconsin Swiss and Lim- 
burger Cheese Producers’ Association, 
Monroe, Wisconsin, for establishing a 
standard of identity for muenster cheese 
for manufacturing. The notice also 
proposed that provision be made for 
amendment of other applicable process 
cheese and cheese product standards to 
permit the use of muenster cheese for 
manufacturing in these foods. In re¬ 
sponse, several comments were received, 
all of which favored the proposals. 

Upon consideration of the information 
furnished by the petitioner and other 
relevant information, it is concluded that 
it will promote honesty and fair dealing 
in the interest of consumers to establish 
a definition and standard of identity for 
muenster cheese for manufacturing and 
to amend the definitions and standards 
of identity for pasteurized process 
cheese, pasteurized process cheese food, 
and pasteurized process cheese spread as 
hereinafter set forth. 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed¬ 
eral Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (secs. 
401, 701, 52 Stat. 1046, 1055, as amended 
70 Stat. 919, 72 Stat. 948; 21 U.S.C. 341, 
371) and in accordance with the author¬ 
ity delegated to the Commissioner of 
Food and Drugs by the Secretary of 
Health, Education, and Welfare (25 F.R. 
8625): It is ordered, That a standard of 
identity for muenster cheese for manu¬ 
facturing be established and the stand¬ 
ards for pasteurized process cheese, 
pasteurized process cheese food, and 
pasteurized process cheese spread be 
amended as set forth below: 

1. Part 19 is amended by adding the 
following new section: 

§ 19.551 Muenster cheese for manufac¬ 
turing, muenster cheese for manufac¬ 
turing; identity. 

Muenster cheese for manufacturing 
conforms to the definition and standard 
of identity for muenster cheese pre¬ 
scribed by § 19.550, except that the milk 
is not pasteurized and the provisions of 
paragraph (d) and (e) of that section 
do not apply. 

2. Section 19.750(a)(7) is changed to 
read: 

§ 19.750 Pasteurized process cheese; 
identity; label statement of optional 
ingredients. 

(a) * * * 

(7) For the purposes of this section, 
Cheddar cheese for manufacturing, 
washed curd cheese for manufacturing, 
colby cheese for manufacturing, granu¬ 
lar cheese for manufacturing, brick 
cheese for manufacturing, muenster 
cheese for manufacturing, and swiss 
cheese for manufacturing are considered 
as Cheddar cheese, washed curd cheese, 
colby cheese, granular cheese, brick 
cheese, muenster cheese, and swiss 
cheese, respectively. 

3. Section 19.765(a)(7) is changed to 
read : 
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§ 19.765 Pasteurized process cheese 
food; identity; label statement of 
optional ingredients. 

(a) * * * 

(7) For the purposes of this section, 
Cheddar cheese for manufacturing, 
washed curd cheese for manufacturing, 
colby cheese for manufacturing, granu¬ 
lar cheese for manufacturing, brick 
cheese for manufacturing, muenster 
cheese for manufacturing, and swiss 
cheese for manufacturing are considered 
as Cheddar cheese, washed curd cheese, 
colby cheese, granular cheese, brick 
cheese, muenster cheese, and swiss 
cheese, respectively. 

4. Section 19.775(a)(7) is changed to 
read: 

§ 19.775 Pasteurized process cheese 
spread; identity; label statement of 
optional ingredients. 

(a) * * * 

(7) For the purposes of this section, 
Cheddar cheese for manufacturing, 
washed curd cheese for manufacturing, 
colby cheese for manufacturing, granular 
cheese for manufacturing, brick cheese 
for manufacturing, muenster cheese for 
manufacturing, and swiss cheese for 
manufacturing are considered as Ched¬ 
dar cheese, washed curd cheese, colby 
cheese, granular cheese, brick cheese, 
muenster cheese, and swiss cheese, 
respectively. 

By reason of the cross-referencing used 
in the standards, the amendment of 
§§ 19.750, 19.765, and 19.775 will apply to 
§ 19.751 Pasteurized blended cheese * * *, 
§ 19.755 Pasteurized process cheese with 
fruits, vegetables, or meats * * *, 
§ 19.763 Pasteurized blended cheese with 
fruits, vegetables, or meats * * *, 
§ 19.770 Pasteurized process cheese food 
with fruits, vegetables, or meats * * *, 
§ 19.776 Pasteurized cheese spread * * *, 
§ 19.780 Pasteurized process cheese 
spread with fruits, vegetables, or meats 

* * *, and § 19.781 Pasteurized cheese 
spread with fruits, vegetables, or meats 

* * *' 

Any person who will be adversely af¬ 
fected by the foregoing order may at 
any time within 30 days from the date of 
its publication in the Federal Register 
file with the Hearing Clerk, Department 
of Health, Education, and Welfare, Room 
5440, 330 Independence Avenue SW., 
Washington 25, D.C., written objections 
thereto. Objections shall show wherein 
the person filing will be adversely af¬ 
fected by the order and specify with 
particularity the provisions of the order- 
deemed objectionable and the grounds 
for the objections. If a hearing is re¬ 
quested, the objections must state the 
issues for the hearing, and such objec¬ 
tions must be supported by grounds 
legally sufficient to justify the relief 
sought. Objections may be accompa¬ 
nied by a memorandum or brief in sup¬ 
port thereof. All documents shall be 
filed in quintuplicate. 

Effective date . This order shah be¬ 
come effective 60 days from the date of 
its publication in the Federal Register, 


except as to any provisions that may be 
stayed by the filing of proper objections 
Notice of the filing of objections or lack 
thereof will be announced by publication 
in the Federal Register. 

(Secs. 401, 701, 52 Stat. 1046, 1055 as 
amended; 21 U.S.C. 341, 371) 

Dated: June 19,1962. 

Geo. P. Larrick, 

Commissioner of Food and Drugs. 

[F.R. Doc. 62—6186; Filed, June 25, 1962; 
8:47 a.m.J 


PART 121—FOOD ADDITIVES 

Subpart F—Food Additives Resulting 
From Contact With Containers or 
Equipment and Food Additives 
Otherwise Affecting Food 

Ethylene-Alkene-1 Copolymers 

The Commissioner of Food and Drugs, 
having evaluated the data submitted in 
a petition filed by U.S. Industrial Chemi¬ 
cals Company, 99 Park Avenue, New 
York 16, New York, and other relevant 
material, has concluded that the follow¬ 
ing amendment to § 121.2508 should is¬ 
sue with respect to increasing the num¬ 
ber of Ethylene-alkene-1 copolymers that 
may be safely used for the same purpose 
as ethylene-butene-1 copolymer. There¬ 
fore, pursuant to the provisions of the 
Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act 
(sec. 409(c)(1), 72 Stat. 1786; 21 U.S.C. 
348(c) (1)), and under the authority del¬ 
egated to the Commissioner by the Sec¬ 
retary of Health, Education, and Wel¬ 
fare (25 F.R. 8625), § 121.2508 of the food 
additive regulations (21 CFR 121.2508; 
26 F.R. 5225, 6620, 6768, 9410) is 
amended to read as follows: 

§ 121.2508 Ethylene-alkene-1 copoly¬ 
mers. 

Ethylene-alkene-1 copolymers may be 
safely used to produce packaging mate¬ 
rials, containers, and equipment in¬ 
tended for use in producing, manufactur¬ 
ing, packing, processing, preparing, 
treating, packaging, transporting, or 
holding food, in accordance with the fol¬ 
lowing prescribed conditions: 

(a) Ethylene - alkene - 1 copolymers 
consist of basic resins produced by the 
catalytic copolymerization of ethylene 
and one or more of the 1-alkenes having 
three to eight carbon atoms, to which 
may have been added certain optional 
substances to impart desired technologi¬ 
cal properties to the resin. Subject to 
any limitations prescribed in this section, 
the optional substances may include: 

(1) Substances generally recognized 
as safe in food and food packaging. 

(2) Substances the use of which is 
permitted under applicable regulations 
in this part, prior sanctions, or approvals. 

(b) Ethylene - alkene - 1 copolymers 
shall conform to the specifications pre¬ 
scribed in subparagraph (1) of this para¬ 
graph and shall meet the extractabiiity 
limits prescribed in subparagraph (2) of 
this paragraph, when tested by the 
methods prescribed in § 121.2510. 
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(1) Specifications —(i) Infrared iden¬ 
tification. Ethylene - alkene - 1 copoly¬ 
mers can be identified by their charac¬ 
teristic infrared spectra. 

(ii) Specific gravity. Ethylene-alkene- 
1 copolymers have a specific gravity of 
not less than 0.85 nor more than 1.00 as 
determined by A.S.T.M. Method D-1505. 

(2) Limitations, (i) Ethylene-alkene - 
1 copolymers may be used in contact with 
food except as a component of articles 
used for packaging or holding food dur¬ 
ing cooking, provided they meet the fol¬ 
lowing extractability limits: 

(a) Maximum soluble fraction of 11.3 
percent in xylene after refluxing and 
subsequent cooling to 25° C. 

(5) Maximum extractable fraction of 
3.1 percent when extracted with ethyl 
acetate at 50° C. 

(c) Maximum extractable fraction of 
5.5 percent when extracted with n- 
hexane at 50° C. 

(ii) E t h y 1 e n e-alkene-1 copolymers 
having chemical and physical properties 
to attain the desired technical effect may 
be used as a component of an adhesive. 

(iii) E thylene - alkene -1 copolymers 
may be used in contact with food to in¬ 
clude use as a component of articles for 
packaging or holding food during cook¬ 
ing, provided they meet the following ex¬ 
tractability limits: 

(a) Maximum soluble fraction of 11.3 
percent in xylene after refluxing and 
subsequent cooling to 25° C. 

(b) Maximum extractable fraction of 
3.1 percent when extracted with ethyl 
acetate at 50° C. 

(c) Maximum soluble fraction of 5.5 
percent in n-heptane after refluxing and 
subsequent cooling to 40° C. ±2° C. 

Any person who will be adversely 
affected by the foregoing order may at 
any time within 30 days from the date 
of its publication in the Federal Register 
file with the Hearing Clerk, Department 
of Health, Education, and Welfare, 
Room 5440, 330 Independence Avenue 
SW., Washington 25, D.C., written ob¬ 
jections thereto. Objections shall show 
wherein the person filing will be ad¬ 
versely affected by the order and 
specify with particularity the provisions 
of the order deemed objectionable and 
the grounds for the objections. If a 
hearing is requested, the objections must 
state the issues for the hearing. A hear¬ 
ing will be granted if the objections are 
supported by grounds legally sufficient 
to justify the relief sought. Objections 
may be accompanied by a memorandum 
or brief in support thereof. All docu¬ 
ments shall be filed in quintuplicate. 

Effective date. This order shall be 
effective on the date of its publication 
in the Federal Register. 

(Sec. 409(c)(1), 72 Stat. 1786; 21 U.S.C. 

348(c)(1)) 

Dated: June 20, 1962. 

John L. Harvey, 
Deputy Commissioner 
of Food and Drugs . 

[F.R. Doc. 62-6187; Filed, June 25, 1962; 

8:47 a.m.] 


FEDERAL REGISTER 

Title 41—PUBLIC CONTRACTS 

Chapter 9—Atomic Energy 
Commission 

PART 9-1—GENERAL 

Subpart 9-1.9—Reporting Possible 
Antitrust Violations 

Sec. 

9-1.901 General. 

9-1.902 Documents to be transmitted. 

Authority: §§ 9-1.901 and 9-1.902 issued 
under sec. 161, 68 Stat. 948; 42 U.S.C. 2201; 
sec. 205, 63 Stat. 390; 40 U.S.C. 486. 

§ 9—1.901 General. 

The procedures prescribed in FPR 
Subpart 1-1.9 apply to all procurement 
on a competitive basis. Steps should 
be taken to ensure full compliance with 
the requirements of this subpart by cost- 
type contractors. 

§ 9—1.902 Documents to be transmitted. 

The Office of the General Counsel is 
responsible for reporting cases of possi¬ 
ble antitrust violations to the Attorney 
General. Managers of Field Offices and 
Headquarters officials having contract¬ 
ing responsibilities shall furnish two 
copies of the documents referred to in 
FPR 1-1.902 to the Office of the General 
Counsel and one copy to the Director, 
Division of Contracts. 

This amendment is effective upon 
publication. 

Dated at Germantown, Md., this 18th 
day of June 1962. 

For the Atomic Energy Commission. 

James Scammahorn, 

Acting Director, 
Division of Contracts. 

[F.R. Doc. 62-6159; Filed, June 25, 1962; 
8:45 am.] 

Title 43—PUBLIC LANDS: 
INTERIOR 

Chapter I—Bureau of Land Manage¬ 
ment, Department of the Interior 

APPENDIX—PUBLIC LAND ORDERS 

[Public Land Order 2709] 

[BLM 049408] 

MISSISSIPPI 

Withdrawing Lands for the Davis 
Island National Wildlife Refuge 

By virtue of the authority vested in 
the President, and pursuant to Executive 
Order No. 10355 of May 26, 1952, it is 
ordered as follows: 

Subject to valid existing rights the 
following described public lands are 
hereby withdrawn from all forms of 
appropriation under the public land 
laws, including the mining laws, and re¬ 
served for use of the United States Fish 
and Wildlife Service as a part of the 
Davis Island National Wildlife Refuge: 
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Washington Meridian 
T. 14 N., R. 1 E., 

Frl. Sec. 30 (Middle Palmyra Island). 
Containing 69.92 acres. 

John A. Carver, Jr., 
Assistant Secretary of the Interior. 

June 20,1962. 

[F.R. Doc. 62-6178; Filed, June 25, 1962; 
8:46 a.m.] 

[Public Land Order 2710] 

[Idaho 012534] 

IDAHO 

Revoking Certain Reclamation With¬ 
drawals (Minidoka Project) 

By virtue of the authority contained 
in section 3 of the act of June 17, 1902 
(32 Stat. 388; 43 U.S.C. 416), it is ordered 
as follows: 

1. The departmental orders of Oc¬ 
tober 7, 1908, October 22, 1925, and any 
other order or orders which withdrew 
lands for reclamation purposes under the 
provisions of the act of June 17, 1902, 
supra, are hereby revoked so far as they 
affect the following described lands: 

Boise Meridian 

T. 8 S.,R. 19 E., 

Sec. 12,Sy 2 SEi4; 

Sec. 13, lots 1 and 2; 

Sec. 32, lots 3, 4, and 5. 

T. 8 S., R. 20 E., 

Sec. 7, lot 7; 

Sec. 18, lot 9. 

The acres described aggregate approx¬ 
imately 234 acres. 

2. The lands are hereby restored to the 
operation of the public land laws, effec¬ 
tive at 10:00 a.m. on July 26, 1962, sub¬ 
ject to any valid existing rights and 
equitable claims, the provisions of exist¬ 
ing withdrawals, and the requirements of 
applicable law, rules, and regulations. 

3. The lands have been open to appli¬ 
cations and offers under the mineral 
leasing laws. They will be open to loca¬ 
tion under the United States mining 
laws at 10:00 a.m. on July 26, 1962. 

4. The State of Idaho has waived the 
preference right of application granted 
to it by subsection (c) of section 2 of the 
act of August 27, 1958 (72 Stat. 928; 43 

U. S.C. 851,852). 

Inquiries concerning the lands should 
be addressed to the Manager, Land 
Office, Bureau of Land Management, 
Boise, Idaho. 

John A. Carver, Jr., 
Assistant Secretary of the Interior. 

June 20,1962. 

[F.R. Doc. 62-6179; Filed, June 25, 1962; 
8:46 a.m.] 


[Public Land Order 2711] 

[BLM 059738] 

FLORIDA 

Revoking in Part Executive Order No. 
7993 of October 27, 1938 

By virtue of the authority vested in 
the President by the act of June 25, 
1910 (36 Stat. 847; 43 U.S.C. 141), and 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 


pursuant to Executive Order No. 10355 
of May 25, 1952, it is ordered as follows: 

1. Executive Order No. 7993 of October 
27, 1938, as amended by Proclamation 
No. 2416 of July 25, 1940, so far as it 
withdrew the following described lands 
for use of the Department of Agriculture 
as part of the Great White Heron Na¬ 
tional Wildlife Refuge, is hereby revoked: 

Tallahassee Meridian 

T. 65 S., R. 28 E., 

Sec. 35, lot 5. 

Containing 40 acres. 

This revocation is made in furtherance 
of an exchange under the act of August 
22, 1957 (71 Stat. 412; 16 U.S.C. 696), by 
which the offered lands will become a 
part of the National Key Deer Refuge. 
This revocation is therefore not subject 
to the provisions of subsection (c) of sec¬ 
tion 2 of the act of August 27, 1958 (72 
Stat. 928; 43 U.S.C. 851, 852), granting 
to States a preference right of applica¬ 
tion upon the revocation of an order of 
withdrawal. 

John A. Carver, Jr., 
Assistant Secretary of the Interior. 

June 20, 1962. 

[F.R. Doc. 62-6180; Filed, June 25, 1962; 

8:47 a.m.J 


Titie 47—TELECOMMUNICATION 

Chapter I—Federal Communications 
Commission 

[Docket No. 14398 (RM-276); FCC 62-667] 

PART 3—RADIO BROADCAST 
SERVICES 

Table of Assignments, Television 
Broadcasting Stations (East Lan¬ 
sing, Mich.). 

In the matter of amendment of § 3.606 
Table of Assignments, Television Broad¬ 
cast Stations (East Lansing, Michigan). 


1. The Commission has considered the 
proposal of the Superintendent of Public 
Instruction for the State of Michigan 
to assign and reserve television Channel 
18 for noncommercial educational use 
at East Lansing, Michigan. The pro¬ 
posal was the subject of our Notice of 
Proposed Rule Making (FCC 61-1370), 
released November 17, 1961 in this pro¬ 
ceeding. Also considered was the Com¬ 
mission’s substitute proposal to shift 
Channel 24— from Coldwater, Michigan 
to East Lansing and to reserve it there 
for educational use. This alternate pro¬ 
posal was the subject of our Further 
Notice of Proposed Rule Making (FCC 
62-361), released March 30, 1962. The 
Commission’s plan was proposed because 
the Canadian Department of Transport 
opposed that initially proposed by the 
Superintendent of Public Instruction. 
Canada’s approval, which is required in 
this case by the Canadian-USA Televi¬ 
sion Agreement, was given with respect 
to the Commission’s substitute proposal. 

2. No opposition to the shift of Chan¬ 
nel 24— from Coldwater to East Lansing, 
Michigan has been received. 

3. The Superintendent of Public In¬ 
struction has general supervision of pub¬ 
lic instruction in the State of Michigan, 
is Secretary of the State Board of Ed¬ 
ucation, and is an ex-officio member of 
all controlling boards of all State in¬ 
stitutions. Michigan State University 
has received a grant from Ford Founda¬ 
tion to study statewide uses of educa¬ 
tional television. Material gathered as 
a result of this grant indicates the need 
for establishing an educational television 
reservation near the State capital of Lan¬ 
sing. Because East Lansing is an educa¬ 
tional center and adjoins the capital, the 
proposal will fit in with Michigan’s plans 
for statewide educational television dis¬ 
tribution systems. Michigan State Uni¬ 
versity is the licensee of noncommercial 
television station WMSB at Onondaga- 


East Lansing. However, it shares Chan¬ 
nel 10 on a part-time basis with 
commercial station WILX-TV. The 
University plans to join with the Super¬ 
intendent and Lansing area public 
schools in filing an application to con¬ 
struct the proposed educational station 
so that full-time, direct instructional 
programs may be produced, broadcast 
and distributed on a statewide basis. 

4. The proposal to assign Channel 24- 
to East Lansing for a noncommercial 
educational station conforms with all 
minimum spacing and other technical 
requirements of the rules. We are of 
the view that adoption of the proposal 
would enhance opportunities for needed 
educational television services in Michi¬ 
gan on an effective and economical basis 
and serve the public interest. 

5. The action herein is taken pursuant 
to authority found in sections 4(i), 303, 
and 307(b) of the Communications Act 
of 1934, as amended. 

6. In view of the foregoing: It is 
ordered , That effective July 31, 1962, the 
Table of Assignments contained in 
§ 3.606 of the Commission’s rules and 
regulations is amended insofar as the 
communities named are concerned to 
read as follows: 

City Channel No. 

East Lansing, Mich_*24 — , 60+ 

Delete the entry for Coldwater, 
Michigan. 

7. It is further ordered, That this 
proceeding is terminated. 

Adopted: June 20, 1962. 

Released: June 21,1962. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Acting Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 62-6191; Filed, June 25, 1962; 

8:48 a.m.] 






Proposed Rule Making 


department of health, edu¬ 
cation, AND WELFARE 

Food and Drug Administration 

[ 21 CFR Part 121 1 

FOOD ADDITIVES 

Notice of Filing of Petition 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed¬ 
eral Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec. 
409(b)(5), 72 Stat. 1786; 21 U.S.C. 348 
(b)(5)), notice is given that a petition 
(PAP 844) has been filed by Merck and 
Co., Inc., Rahway, New Jersey, proposing 
the issuance of a regulation to provide 
for the safe use of D-Pantothenamide 
as a nutrient in food. 

Dated: June 19, 1962. 

J. K. Kirk, 

Assistant Commissioner 
of Food and Drugs. 

[FJEt. Doc. 62-6185; Piled, June 25, 1962; 
8:47 a.m.] 


FEDERAL AVIATION AGENCY 

[ 14 CFR Part 514 1 

[Reg. Docket No. 1259; Draft Release 
No. 62-29] 

TECHNICAL STANDARD ORDERS FOR 

AIRCRAFT MATERIALS PARTS, 

PROCESSES AND APPLIANCES 

Radio Marker Receiving Equipment; 

Notice of Proposed Rule Making 

Pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the Administrator (14 CFR Part 
405) notice is hereby given that the 
Federal Aviation Agency has under con¬ 
sideration a proposal to revise § 514.37 
of Part 514 of the regulations of the ad¬ 
ministrator (14 CFR Part 514) by add¬ 
ing a new technical standard order. This 
Technical Standard Order establishes 
minimum performance standards for 
airborne radio marker receiving equip¬ 
ment operating on 75 me. to be used on 
civil aircraft of the United States en¬ 
gaged in air carrier operations. 

The amendment is proposed to incor¬ 
porate new environmental test proce¬ 
dures which were developed to be more 
compatible with existing and anticipated 
aircraft environmental conditions. These 
are in a new FAA standard replacing 
RTCA Paper 87-54/DO-57 referenced 
in TSO-C35b (§514.37). A change to 
the emission of spurious radio frequency 
requirement is the only change to 
the minimum performance standards. 
Otherwise the FAA standard is similar 
to RTCA Paper 87-54/DO-57. 

Interested persons may participate in 
the making of the proposed rule by sub¬ 
mitting such written data, views or argu¬ 
ments as they may desire. Communica¬ 
tions should be submitted in duplicate 


to the Docket Section of the Federal 
Aviation Agency, Room C-226, 1711 New 
York Avenue NW., Washington 25, D.C. 
All communications received on or be¬ 
fore August 13, 1962, will be considered 
by the Administrator before taking ac¬ 
tion on the proposed rule. The proposals 
contained in this notice may be changed 
in light of the comments received. All 
comments submitted will be available in 
the Docket Section for examination by 
interested persons at any time. 

This amendment is proposed under the 
authority of sections 313(a) and 601 of 
the Federal Aviation Act of 1958 (72 
Stat. 752, 775; 49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 1421). 

In consideration of the foregoing it is 
proposed to amend Part 514 as follows: 

By revising § 514.37 to read as follows: 

§ 514.37 Radio marker receiving equip¬ 
ment operating on 75 me. (for air 
carrier aircraft)—TSO—C35c. 

(a) Applicability— (1) Minimum per¬ 
formance standards. Minimum per¬ 
formance standards are hereby 
established for airborne radio marker 
receiving equipment operating on 75 me. 
which is to be used on civil aircraft of 
the United States engaged in air carrier 
operations. New models of airborne 
radio marker receiving equipment op¬ 
erating on 75 me. manufactured for use 
on civil air carrier aircraft on or after 
the effective date of this section shall 
meet the minimum performance stand¬ 
ards contained in Federal Aviation 
Agency Standard entitled “Minimum 
Performance Standards for Airborne 
Radio Marker Receiving Equipment Op¬ 
erating on 75 me.”, 1 dated April 6, 1962, 
and Radio Technical Commission for 
Aeronautics Paper 120-61 /DO-108 2 en¬ 
titled, “Environmental Test Procedures 
Airborne Electronic Equipment", dated 
July 13,1961, with the exceptions to these 
standards listed in subparagraph (2) of 
this paragraph. 

(2) Exception. Radio Technical Com¬ 
mission for Aeronautics Paper 120- 
61/DO-108 outlines various test pro¬ 
cedures which define the environmental 
extremes over which the equipment shall 
be designed to operate. Some test pro¬ 
cedures have categories established and 
some do not. Where categories are es¬ 
tablished, only equipment which qualifies 
under the following categories, as speci¬ 
fied in RTCA Paper 120-61/DO-108, is 
eligible under this order. 

(i) Temperature-Altitude Test—Cate¬ 
gories A, B, C, or D. 

(ii) Humidity Test—Categories A or B. 

(iii) Vibration Test—Categories A, B, 
C, D, E, or F. 


1 Copies may be obtained upon request ad¬ 
dressed to Publishing and Graphics Branch, 
Inquiry Section, MS—158, Federal Aviation 
Agency, Washington 25, D.C. 

2 Copies of this paper may be obtained from 
the RTCA Secretariat, Room 1072, T-5 Build¬ 
ing, 16th and Constitution Avenue NW., 
Washington 25, D.C., at a cost of 75 cents 
per copy. 


(iv) Audio-Frequency Magnetic Field 
Susceptibility Test—Categories A or B. 

(v) Radio-Frequency Susceptibility 
Test—Category A. 

(vi) Emission of Spurious Radio-Fre¬ 
quency Energy Test—Category A. 

(b) Markings . (1) In addition to the 

markings specified in § 514.3(d), the 
equipment shall be marked to indicate 
the environmental extremes over which 
it has been designated to operate. There 
are seven environmental test procedures 
outlined in RTCA Paper 120-61/DO-108 
which have categories established. These 
should be identified on the nameplate 
by the words “environmental categories" 
or, as abbreviated, “Env. Cat." followed 
by seven letters which identify the cate¬ 
gories designated in RTCA Paper 120- 
61/DO-108. Reading from left to right, 
the category designations shall appear 
on the nameplate in the following order 
so that they may be readily identified: 

(1) Temperature-Altitude Test Cate¬ 
gory. 

(ii) Humidity Test Category. 

(iii) Vibration Test Category. 

(iv) Audio-Frequency Magnetic Field 
Susceptibility Test Category. 

(v) Radio-Frequency Susceptibility 
Test Category. 

(vi) Emission of Spurious Radio-Fre¬ 
quency Energy Test Category. 

(vii) Explosion Test. 

(2) Equipment which meets the ex¬ 
plosion test requirement shall be iden¬ 
tified by the letter “E". Equipment 
which does not meet the explosion test 
requirement shall be identified by the 
letter “X". A typical nameplate identi¬ 
fication would be as follows: Env. Cat. 
DABAAAX. 

(3) In some cases such as under the 
Temperature-Altitude Test Category, a 
manufacturer may wish to substantiate 
his equipment under two categories. In 
this case, the nameplate shall be marked 
with both categories in the space desig¬ 
nated for that category by placing one 
letter above the other in the following 

A 

manner: Env. Cat. ^ABAAAX. 

(4) Each major component of equip¬ 
ment (antenna, power supply, etc.) shall 
be identified with at least the manufac¬ 
turers’ name, TSO number, and the en¬ 
vironmental categories over which the 
equipment component is designed to 
operate. 

(c) Data requirements. Six copies 
each of the following, except where 
noted, together with the statement of 
conformance shall be furnished to the 
Chief, Engineering and Manufacturing 
Branch, Flight Standards Division, Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Agency, in the region in 
which the manufacturer is located: 

(1) Manufacturer’s operating instruc¬ 
tions and equipment limitations. 

(2) Installation procedures with appli¬ 
cable schematic drawings, wiring dia¬ 
grams, and specifications. Indicate any 
limitations, restrictions, or other condi¬ 
tions pertinent to installation. 
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(3) One copy of the manufacturer’s 
test report. 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on June 
19,1962. 

George C. Prill, 

Director, 

Flight Standards Service. 

[F.R. Doc. 62-6163; Filed, June 25, 1962; 
8:45 a.m.] 


[ 14 CFR Part 514 ] 

[Reg. Docket No. 1260; Draft Release No. 

62-30] 

TECHNICAL STANDARD ORDERS FOR 
AIRCRAFT MATERIALS, PARTS, 
PROCESSES, AND APPLIANCES 

Fuel Drain Valves; Notice of Proposed 
Rule Making 

Pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the Administrator (14 CFR Part 
405) notice is hereby given that the Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Agency has under con¬ 
sideration a proposal to amend Part 514 
of the regulations of the Administrator 
by adopting a new Technical Standard 
Order. This Technical Standard Order 
establishes minimum performance 
standards for fuel drain valves to be 
used on civil aircraft of the United 
States. The design and testing require¬ 
ments in this order are needed to provide 
an adequate and uniform basis for their 
approval as important components of a 
fuel system. 

Interested persons may participate in 
the making of the proposed rule by sub¬ 
mitting such written data, views or 
arguments as they may desire. Com¬ 
munications should be submitted in 
duplicate to the Docket Section of the 
Federal Aviation Agency, Room C-226, 
1711 New York Avenue NW., Washing¬ 
ton 25, D.C. All communications re¬ 
ceived on or before August 13, 1962, will 
be considered by the Administrator be¬ 
fore taking action on the proposed rule. 
The proposals contained in this notice 
may be changed in light of comments 
received. All comments submitted will 
be available in the Docket Section for 
examination by interested persons at 
any time. 

This amendment is proposed under the 
authority of sections 313(a) and 601 of 
the Federal Aviation Act of 1958 (72 
Stat. 752, 775; 49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 1421). 

In consideration of the foregoing it is 
proposed to amend Part 514 as follows: 

By adding the following § 514.82: 

§ 514.82 Fuel drain valves—TSO—C76. 

(a) Applicability —(1) Minimum per¬ 
formance standards. Minimum per¬ 
formance standards are hereby estab¬ 
lished for fuel drain valves for use in 
civil aircraft of the United States. New 
models of fuel drain valves manufactured 
on or after the effective date of this sec¬ 
tion shall meet the standards specified 
in the Federal Aviation Agency Stand¬ 
ard, “Fuel Drain Valves”, dated May 1, 
1962. 1 


1 Copies may be obtained upon request 
addressed to Publishing and Graphics 
Branch, Inquiry Section, MS-158, Federal 
Aviation Agency, Washington 25, D.C. 


(b) Marking. In lieu of the weight 
specified in § 514.3(d) (3), the size shall 
be shown. 

(c) Data requirements. The manu¬ 
facturer shall furnish to the Chief, En¬ 
gineering and Manufacturing Branch, 
Flight Standards Division, Federal Avia¬ 
tion Agency, in the region in which the 
manufacturer is located, together with 
the statement of conformance, the 
following: 

(1) Six copies of an instruction 
manual describing the product and sup¬ 
plying information on maintenance, 
overhaul, and installation. 

(2) One copy of the manufacturer’s 
* test report. 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on June 19, 
1962. 

George C. Prill, 

Director, 

Flight Standards Service. 

[F.R. Doc. 62-6164; Filed, June 25, 1962; 

8:45 a.m.] 


[ 14 CFR Part 514 1 

[Reg. Docket No. 1261; Draft Release No. 

62-31] 

TECHNICAL STANDARD ORDERS FOR 
AIRCRAFT MATERIALS, PARTS, 
PROCESSES, AND APPLIANCES 

Airborne ILS Glide Slope Receiving 
Equipment; Notice of Proposed Rule 
Making 

Pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the Administrator (14 CFR Part 
405) notice is hereby given that the Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Agency has under consider¬ 
ation a proposal to revise § 514.60 of 
Part 514 of the regulations of the Ad¬ 
ministrator (14 CFR Part 514) by adding 
a new technical standard order. This 
Technical Standard Order establishes 
minimum performance standards for 
airborne ILS glide slope receiving equip¬ 
ment to be used on civil aircraft of the 
United States engaged in air carrier op¬ 
erations. 

The amendment is proposed to incor¬ 
porate new environmental test pro¬ 
cedures which were developed to be more 
compatible with existing and antici¬ 
pated aircraft environmental conditions. 
These are in a new FAA standard replac¬ 
ing RTCA Paper 222-58/DO-89 refer¬ 
enced in TSO-C34a (§ 514.60). A change 
to the emission of spurious radio fre¬ 
quency requirement is the only change 
to the minimum performance standards. 
Otherwise the FAA standard is similar 
to RTCA Paper 222-58/DO-89. 

Interested persons may participate in 
the making of the proposed rule by sub¬ 
mitting such written data, views or argu¬ 
ments as they may desire. Communica¬ 
tions should be submitted in duplicate to 
the Docket Section of the Federal Avia¬ 
tion Agency, Room C-226,1711 New York 
Avenue NW., Washington 25, D.C. All 
communications received on or before 
August 13 1962, will be considered by the 
Administrator before taking action on 
the proposed rule. The proposals con¬ 
tained in this notice may be changed in 
light of the comments received. All com¬ 
ments submitted will be available in the 


Docket Section for examination by in¬ 
terested persons at any time. 

This amendment is proposed under the 
authority of sections 313(a) and 601 of 
the Federal Aviation Act of 1958 (72 
Stat. 752, 775; 49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 1421). 

In consideration of the foregoing it is 
proposed to amend Part 514 as follows: 

By revising § 514.60 to read as follows: 

§ 514.60 Airborne ILS glide slope re¬ 
ceiving equipment (for air carrier 
aircra f t) —T SO—C34b. 

(a) Applicability —(1) Minimum per¬ 
formance standards. Minimum per¬ 
formance standards are hereby estab¬ 
lished for airborne ILS glide slope 
receiving equipment which is to be used 
on civil aircraft of the United States 
engaged in air carrier operations. New 
models of airborne ILS glide slope re¬ 
ceiving equipment manufactured for use 
on civil air carrier aircraft on or after 
the effective date of this section shall 
meet the minimum performance stand¬ 
ards contained in Federal Aviation 
Agency Standard entitled “Minimum 
Performance Standards for Airborne ILS 
Glide Slope Receiving Equipment,” 1 
dated May 9, 1962, and Radio Technical 
Commission for Aeronautics Paper 120- 
61/DO—108 2 entitled, “Environmental 
Test Procedures Airborne Electronic 
Equipment," dated July 13, 1961, with 
the exceptions to these standards are 
listed in subparagraph (2) of this para¬ 
graph. 

(2) Exception. Radio Technical Com¬ 
mission for Aeronautics Paper 120-61/ 
DO-108 outlines various test procedures 
which define the environmental extremes 
over which the equipment shall be de¬ 
signed to operate. Some test procedures 
have categories established and some do 
not. Where categories are established, 
only equipment which qualifies under 
the following categories, as specified in 
RTCA Paper 120-6l/DO-180, is eligible 
under this order: 

(i) Temperature-Altitude Test—Cat¬ 
egories A, B, C, or D. 

(ii) Humidity Test—Categories A or B. 

(iii) Vibration Test—Categories A, B, 
C, D, E, or F. 

(iv) Audio-Frequency Magnetic Field 
Susceptibility Test—Categories A or B. 

(v) Radio-Frequency Susceptibility 
Test—Category A. 

(vi) Emission of Spurious Radio- 
Frequency Energy Test—Category A. 

(b) Marking. (1) In addition to the 
markings specified in § 514.3(d), the 
equipment shall be marked to indicate 
the environmental extremes over which 
it has been designed to operate. There 
are seven environmental test procedures 
outlined in RTCA Paper 120-61/DO-108 
which have categories established. These 
should be identified on the nameplate by 
the words “environmental categories" or, 
as abbreviated, “Env. Cat." followed by 
seven letters which identify the catego¬ 
ries designated in RTCA Paper 120-61/ 
DO-108. Reading from left to right, the 
category designations shall appear on 


2 Copies of this paper may be obtained from 
the RTCA Secretariat, Room 1072, T-5 Bull cl¬ 
ing, 16th and Constitution Avenue NW., 
Washington 25, D.C., at a cost of 75 cents 
per copy. 
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the nameplate in the following order so 
that they may be readily identified: 

(1) Temperature —Altitude Test Cate¬ 
gory. 

(ii) Humidity Test Category, 
dii) Vibration Test Category. 

(iv) Audio-Frequency Magnetic Field 
Susceptibility Test Category. 

(v) Radio-Frequency Susceptibility 

Test Category. „ .. 

(vi) Emission of Spurious Radio- 
Frequency Energy Test Category. 

(vii) Explosion Test. 

(2) Equipment which meets the explo¬ 
sion test requirement shall be identified 
by the letter “E”. Equipment which does 
not meet the explosion test requirement 
shall be identified by the letter “X’'. A 
typical nameplate identification would be 
as follows: Env. Cat. DAB A A AX. 

(3) In some cases such as under the 
Temperature-Altitude Test Category, a 
manufacturer may wish to substantiate 
his equipment under two categories. In 
this case, the nameplate shall be marked 
with both categories in the space desig¬ 
nated for that category by placing one 
letter above the other in the following 

A 

manner: Env. Cat. j^ABAAAX. 

(4) Each major component of equip¬ 
ment (antenna, power supply, etc.) shall 
be identified with at least the manufac¬ 
turers’ name, TSO number, and the en¬ 
vironmental categories over which the 
equipment component is designed to 
operate. 

(c) Data requirements. Six copies 
each of the following, except where 
noted, together with the statement of 
conformance, shall be furnished to the 
Chief, Engineering and Manufacturing 
Branch, Flight Standards Division, Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Agency, in the region in 
which the manufacturer is located: 

(1) Manufacturer’s operating instruc¬ 
tions and equipment limitations. 

(2) Installation procedures with ap¬ 
plicable schematic drawings, wiring dia¬ 
grams, and specifications. Indicate any 
limitations, restrictions, or other condi¬ 
tions pertinent to installation. 

(3) One copy of the manufacturer’s 
test report. 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on June 
19, 1962. 

George C. Prill, 

Director , 

Flight Standards Service. 

[F.R. Doc. 62-6165; Filed, June 25, 1962; 
8:45 a.m.] 


[ 14 CFR Parts 600, 601 1 

[Airspace Docket No. 61-LA-ll] 

FEDERAL AIRWAYS AND CON¬ 
TROLLED AIRSPACE 

Proposed Alteration of Federal Air¬ 
ways and Associated Control Areas; 
Proposed Designation of Transition 
Area 

Pursuant to the authority delegated 
to me by the Administrator (14 CFR 
409.13), notice is hereby given that the 
Federal Ayiation Agency is considering 
amendments to Part 601 and §§ 600.6253, 
600.6520, 601.6253, and 601.6520, of the 
No. 123-3 


FEDERAL REGISTER 

regulations of the Administrator, the 
substance of which is stated below. 

The Federal Aviation Agency has un¬ 
der consideration the following pro¬ 
posed actions: 

1. Low altitude VOR Federal airway 
No. 520 extends from the Prosser, Wash., 
intersection (intersection of the Pendle¬ 
ton VORTAC 311° and the Pasco VOR 
262° True radials) via the Pasco, Wash., 
VOR; to the Walla Walla, Wash., VOR. 

It is proposed to extend Victor 520 east¬ 
ward from the Walla Walla VOR to the 
Lewiston, Idaho, VOR (latitude 46°22' 
56" N., longitude 116°52'07" W.). This 
would provide a route for VOR equipped 
aircraft operating between Walla Walla 
and Lewiston. 

2. Low altitude VOR Federal airway 
No. 253 extends from the Twin Falls, 
Idaho, VOR to the Boise, Idaho, VOR¬ 
TAC. It is proposed to extend Victor 
253 northward from the Boise VORTAC, 
via the McCall, Idaho, VOR; the Lewis¬ 
ton VOR, to the Spokane, Wash., 
VORTAC. This would provide a shorter 
and more direct route between Boise and 
Spokane. It would reduce the route 
mileage by approximately 45 miles. 

The control area associated with 
these proposed airway segments would 
extend from 700 feet above the surface to 
the base of the continental control area. 
Separate actions will be initiated to 
implement on an area basis Amendment 
60-21 to Part 60 of the Civil Air 
Regulations. 

3. The Lewiston, Idaho transition area 
would be designated as that airspace ex¬ 
tending upward from 700 feet above the 
surface within a 5-mile radius of the 
Lewiston, Nez Perce County Airport, 
Idaho (latitude 46°22'34" N., longitude 
117°00'53" W.), and within 8 miles 
northwest and 5 miles southeast of the 
Lewiston VOR 255° and 075° True 
radials extending from 3 miles southwest 
to 12 miles northeast of the VOR. 

This proposed transition area would 
provide protection for aircraft executing 
prescribed instrument approach proce¬ 
dures utilizing the Lewiston VOR. In 
addition, it would provide protection for 
aircraft conducting prescribed missed 
approach and departure procedures 
from the Lewiston-Nez Perce County 
airport. 

Interested persons may submit such 
written data, views, or arguments as they 
may desire. Communications should be 
submitted in triplicate to the Assistant 
Administrator, Western Region, Attn: 
Chief, Air Traffic Division, Federal Avia¬ 
tion Agency, 5651 West Manchester 
Avenue, P.O. Box 90007, Airport Station, 
Los Angeles 9, Calif. All communica¬ 
tions received within forty-five days 
after publication of this notice in the 
Federal Register will be considered be¬ 
fore action is taken on the proposed 
amendment. No public hearing is con¬ 
templated at this time, but arrange¬ 
ments for informal conferences with 
Federal Aviation Agency officials may 
be made by contacting the Regional Air 
Traffic Division Chief, or the Chief, Air¬ 
space Utilization Division, Federal Avia¬ 
tion Agency, Washington 25, D.C. Any 
data, views, or arguments presented 
during such conferences must also be 
submitted in writing in accordance with 
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this notice in order to become^part of 
the record for consideration. The pro¬ 
posal contained in this notice may be 
changed in the light of comments 
received. 

The official Docket will be available for 
examination by interested persons at the 
Docket Section, Federal Aviation Agency, 
Room C-103, 1711 New York Avenue 
NW., Washington 25, D.C. An informal 
Docket will also be available for exami¬ 
nation at the office of the Regional Air 
Traffic Division Chief. 

This amendment is proposed under 
section 307(a) of the Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958 (72 Stat. 749; 49 U.S.C. 1348). 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on June 19, 
1962. 

W. Thomas Deason, 
Assistant Chief , 
Airspace Utilization Division. 

[F.R. Doc. 62-6161; Filed, June 25, 1962; 

8:45 a.m.] 


[ 14 CFR Parts 601, 608 1 

[Airspace Docket No. 62—SO-7] 

SPECIAL USE AIRSPACE AND 
CONTROLLED AIRSPACE 

Proposed Designation and Alteration 

of Restricted Areas and Proposed 

Alteration of Continental Control 

Area 

Pursuant to the authority delegated 
to me by the Administrator (14 CFR 
409.13), notice is hereby given that the 
Federal Aviation Agency is considering 
an amendment to § 608.21 and § 601.7101 
of the regulations of the Administrator, 
the substance of which is stated below. 

The Federal Aviation Agency as the 
result of discussions held with Army 
representatives is considering the desig¬ 
nation of the Fort McClellan, Ala., Re¬ 
stricted Area R^2101 to contain all of 
the ordnance demolition and burning 
now contained in the Fort McClellan, 
Ala., Restricted Area R-2102 and to re¬ 
duce the present size of the R-2102 to 
more closely coincide with the military 
reservation boundary. 

R-2101 would be designated from the 
surface to 5,000 feet to contain the 
demolition of all types of ordnance up 
to and including 2,000-pound aerial 
bombs which create shock waves and 
harmful fragmentation. 

R-2102 is presently designated from 
the surface to 24,000 feet MSL and con¬ 
tinuous use. The Commanding Officer, 
Fort McClellan, Ala., is the using agency. 
The Department of the Army has agreed 
to joint use of R-2102. Therefore, it is 
proposed to include R-2102 in the con¬ 
tinental control area for air traffic con¬ 
trol with the Atlanta ARTC Center as 
the controlling agency. The airspace 
from the surface to the continental con¬ 
trol area will be utilized for the transit 
of VFR traffic when such airspace is not 
required by the using agency. 

If this action is taken, the airspace of 
the current restricted area R-2102 would 
be subdivided as follows: 

1. R-2101 Fort McClellan, Ala.: 

Boundaries. Beginning at latitude 33°41'- 
20" N., longitude 86°00'30" W.; to latitude 
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33°41'20" N., longitude 85°59'00" W.; to 
latitude 33°40'30" N., longitude 85°59'00" 
W.; to latitude 33°39'40" N., longitude 85°- 
59'50" W.; to the point of beginning. 

Designated altitude. Surface to 5,000 feet 
MSL. 

Time of designation. Continuous. 

Using agency. Commanding Officer, Fort 
McClellan, Alabama. 

2. R—2102 Fort McClellan, Ala.: 

Boundaries. Beginning at latitude 33° 45'- 
00" N., longitude 85°53'55" W.; to latitude 
33°44'07" N., longitude 85°53'36" W.; to lati¬ 
tude 33°44'07" N., longitude 85°52'55" W.; 
to latitude 33°41'04" N., longitude 85°52'55" 
W.; to latitude 33°40'15" N., longitude 85°- 
54'00" W.; to latitude 33°41'20" N., longitude 
85°55'30" W.; to latitude 33°41'20" N., longi¬ 
tude 86°01'07" W.; to latitude 33°43'55" N., 
longitude 86°01'07" W.; to latitude 33°44'11" 
N., longitude 86°00'54" W.; to latitude 33°- 
45'00" N., longitude 86°00'45" W.; to lati¬ 
tude 33°45'20" N., longitude 86°00'31" W.; to 
latitude 33°45'27" N., longitude 86°00'16" 
W.; to latitude 33°45'27" N., longitude 85°- 
59'26" W.; to latitude 33°45'14" N., longi¬ 
tude 85°59'26" W.; to latitude 33°45'14" N., 
longitude 85°55'17" W.; to latitude 33°45'00" 
N., longitude 85°55'17" W.; to the point of 
beginning. 

Designated altitudes. Surface to 24,000 
feet MSL. 

Time of use. Continuous. 

Controlling agency. Federal Aviation 
Agency, Atlanta ARTC Center. 

Using agency. Commanding Officer, Fort 
McClellan, Alabama. 

Interested persons may submit such 
written data, view or arguments as they 
may desire. Communications should be 
submitted in triplicate to the Assistant 
Administrator, Southern Region, Attn: 
Chief, Air Traffic Division, Federal Avi¬ 
ation Agency, 52 Fairlie Street, At¬ 
lanta 3, Ga. All communications received 
within forty-five days after publication 
of this notice in the Federal Register 
will be considered before action is taken 
on the proposed amendment. No public 
hearing is contemplated at this time, but 
arrangements for informal conferences 
with Federal Aviation Agency officials 
may be made by contacting the Regional 
Air Traffic Division Chief, or the Chief, 
Airspace Utilization Division, Federal 
Aviation Agency, Washington 25, D.C. 
Any data, views or arguments presented 
during such conferences must also be 
submitted in writing in accordance with 
this notice in order to become part of 
the record for consideration. The pro¬ 
posal contained in this notice may be 
changed in the light of comments 
received. 

The official Docket will be available for 
examination by interested persons at the 
Docket Section, Federal Aviation Agency, 
Room A-103, 1711 New York Avenue 
NW., Washington 25, D.C. An informal 
Docket will also be available for exami¬ 
nation at the office of the Regional Air 
Traffic Division Chief. 

This amendment is proposed under 
section 307(a) of the Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958 (72 Stat. 749; 49 U.S.C. 1348). 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on June 19, 
1962. 

W. Thomas Deason, 
Assistant Chief, 
Airspace Utilization Division. 

[F.R. Doc. 62-6162; Filed, June 25, 1962; 

8:45 a.m.] 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[ 47 CFR Part 3 ] 

[Docket No. 14687; (RM-324, RM-332) FCC 
62-665] 

TELEVISION BROADCAST STATIONS 

Proposed Table of Assignments; 

Hempstead and Riverhead, N.Y. 

1. Notice is hereby given of rulemaking 
in the above-entitled matter. 

2. The Commission has before it a peti¬ 
tion, filed April 2, 1962, by the Patchogue 
Broadcasting Co., Inc. (“Patch¬ 
ogue”—WPAC AM & FM, Patchogue, 
N.Y., and WAPC AM & FM, Riverhead, 
N.Y.), requesting rulemaking on a pro¬ 
posal to assign channel 53 to Riverhead, 
New York. Channel 53 previously was 
occupied by station WATR-TV at Water- 
bur y, Connecticut. Pursuant to rule- 
making proceedings channel 53 was 
deleted from Waterbury and channel 20 
was added in its stead (Docket No. 13476, 
Supplemental Report and Order, FCC 
61-603, Mimeo No. 3350, released May 5, 
1961, effective June 15, 1961). WATR- 
TV continues to operate on channel 53 
pending the construction of its channel 
20 facilities (CP No. BPCT-2997, comple¬ 
tion date: October 28, 1962). Patch- 
ogue’s proposal would amend the tele¬ 
vision Table of Assignments as follows: 


City 

Channel No. 




Present 

Proposed 

Riverhead, N.Y. 

None 

63 



3. The Commission also has before it 
a conflicting petition (RM-332), filed 
May 11, 1962, by the National Educa¬ 
tional Television and Radio Center, 
(“NET”), a non-profit organization 
which provides technical and program¬ 
ming advice to approximately 60 non¬ 
commercial educational television sta¬ 
tions, requesting rulemaking on its 
counter proposal (1) to assign channel 
53 to Hempstead, New York, and to re¬ 
serve the channel for noncommercial 
educational use at Hempstead, and (2) 
to assign either channel 75 or channel 
26 to Riverhead, New York. Channel 75 
is unoccupied and is assigned to 
Patchogue, New York. There is no ap¬ 
plication on file for its use. The avail¬ 
ability of channel 26 for assignment to 
Riverhead is dependent upon pending 
rulemaking proceedings requesting the 
reassignment of channel 26 from New 
London, Connecticut, to Windsor, Ver¬ 
mont, which were initiated by the Uni¬ 
versity of Vermont in its petition filed 
March 5, 1962 (RM-314).* NET'S pro¬ 
posal would amend the television Table 
of Assignments as follows: 


1 Notice of Proposed Rule Making released 
May 25, 1962, FCC 62-571. 




— ——-— 

City 

Channel No. 




Present 

Proposed 

Hempstead, N.Y. 

None 

*53 

Together with either of the fol¬ 

lowing alternatives: 

(1) Patchogue, N.Y.. 

75 

None 

7K 

Riverhead, N.Y. 

None 

or 

to 

(2) If pending petition RM- 



314 is granted: 
Riverhead, N.Y. 

None 

26+ 


4. Riverhead, New York, is the Suffolk 
county seat and is centrally located in 
that 80-mile-long county. It is 65 miles 
from New York City and, according to 
the United States 1960 Census, has 14,519 
inhabitants and Suffolk county has 
666,784. 

5. Patchogue submits that when 
WATR-TV commences operations on 
channel 20 at Waterbury, Connecticut, 
channel 53 will be available for the New 
York and New England area and may be 
assigned to Riverhead in conformity 
with minimum spacing requirements. 

6. The village of Hempstead, New 
York, is approximately 20 miles from 
New York City and, according to 1960 
Census figures, has 34,641 inhabitants. 
NET states that Hempstead is the home 
of Hofstra College, the largest private 
arts and science college in the United 
States, and, as such, is primarily an edu¬ 
cational center. Over 40 colleges and 
universities are within the proposed 
channel 53 Hempstead service area. 
Hofstra College intends to form a non¬ 
profit corporation, known as The long 
Island Educational Television Council, 
and will invite all such universities and 
colleges to participate in organizing and 
activating the proposed educational 
station through the medium of this 
Council. Hofstra plans to program an 
in-school and out-of-school college 
credit service, together with instructional 
and cultural programming designed to 
meet the needs of the public school sys¬ 
tem and the general community. An 
application will immediately be filed for 
a permit to operate channel 53 as an 
educational television station upon its 
assignment to Hempstead. This pro¬ 
posal conforms to minimum spacing 
requirements. 

7. NET submits that Patchogue’s re¬ 
quest for the assignment of a UHF 
channel to Riverhead, New York, could 
be met by shifting channel 75 from 
Patchogue, New York, to Riverhead. 
Channel 26 would likewise be available 
for assignment to Riverhead if the pend¬ 
ing request of the University of Vermont 
were granted which proposes the reas¬ 
signment of channel 26 from New Lon¬ 
don, Connecticut, to Windsor, Vermont. 
Neither channel 75 nor 26 could be as¬ 
signed to Hempstead because of mini¬ 
mum spacing requirements. However, 
there would be no spacing problem should 
either channel be assigned to Riverhead 
as NET proposes. 

8. The Commission is of the view that 
a rulemaking proceeding should be in¬ 
stituted so that all interested parties 
may submit their views on the proposal. 
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9 Authority for the adoption of the 
amendments proposed herein is con¬ 
tained in sections 4(i), 303, and 307(b) 
of the Communications Act of 1934, as 

amended. 

10 Pursuant to the applicable pro¬ 
cedures set out in § 1.213 of the Com¬ 
mission’s rules, interested parties may 
file comments on or before July 31, 1962, 
and reply comments on or before August 
15,1962. In reaching its decision herein, 
the Commission will not be limited to 
consideration of comments of record, 
but will take into account all relevant 
information obtained in any manner 
from informed sources. 

11. In accordance with the provision 
of § 1.54 of the rules, an original and 14 
copies of all written comments and state¬ 
ments shall be furnished to the Commis¬ 
sion. 

Adopted: June 20, 1962. 

Released: June 21, 1962. 


[seal] 


Federal Communications 
Commission, 

Ben F. Waple, 

Acting Secretary . 


[P.R. Doc. 62-6192; Filed, June 25, 1962; 
8:48 a.m.] 


[ 47 CFR Part 3 1 

[Docket No. 14688 (RM-330); FCC 62-666] 

TELEVISION BROADCAST STATIONS 

Proposed Table of Assignments; 

Cambridge and Salisbury, Md. 

1. Notice is hereby given of proposed 
rule making in the above-entitled mat¬ 
ter. 

2. The Commission has before it for 
consideration the petition of William H. 
Porter requesting the institution of rule 
making proceedings to shift UHF Chan¬ 
nel 22+ from Cambridge, Maryland to 
Salisbury, Maryland. There are no 
channels presently available for use in 
Salisbury other than Channel 16 which 
is occupied by Station WBOC-TV. The 
proposal would be in conformity with 
minimum spacing and technical require¬ 
ments. 

3. Petitioner submits that Salisbury’s 
rapidly growing population and industry 
make it economically feasible and neces¬ 
sary to establish a second television serv¬ 
ice there in order to serve community 
needs and interest. The United States 
1960 Census of Population shows that 
Salisbury has 16,302 inhabitants and 
Cambridge has 12,239. There is no ap¬ 
plication pending for the use of Channel 
22 + at Cambridge. 

4. Petitioner intends to file an appli¬ 
cation to establish a new station if his 
petition is granted and suggests that 
Channel 32 be substituted for 22+ at 
Cambridge, Maryland. Although such a 
substitution would be in accordance with 
the mileage separation requirements of 
the Commission, we are of the opinion 
that, unless an active interest is mani¬ 
fested, action to make available a sub¬ 
stitute UHF channel for Cambridge 
should be deferred until decisions are 
reached in Docket No. 14229 which is 


concerned with future methods of as¬ 
signing stations on UHF channels. 

5. The Commission is of the view that 
rule making should be instituted so that 
all interested parties may submit their 
views on the proposal to effect the fol¬ 
lowing change in the Table of Assign¬ 
ments : 


City 

Channel No. 

Present 

Proposed 

Cambridge Md 

22+ 

16+ 


Salisbury, Md_ 

16+, 22+ 



6. Authority for the adoption of the 
amendments proposed herein is con¬ 
tained in sections 4(i), 303 and 307 (b) of 
the Communications Act of 1934, as 
amended. 

7. Pursuant to the applicable proce¬ 
dures set out in § 1.213 of the Commis¬ 
sion’s rules, interested parties may file 
comments on or before July 20, 1962, and 
reply comments on or before August 1, 
1962. In reaching its decision herein, 
the Commission will not be limited to 
consideration of comments of record, but 
will take into account all relevant infor¬ 
mation obtained in any manner from 
informed sources. 

8. In accordance with the provision of 
§ 1.54 of the rules, an original and 14 
copies of all written comments and 
statements shall be furnished to the 
Commission. 

Adopted: June 20, 1962. 

■Released: June 21, 1962. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Acting Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 62-6193; Filed, June 25, 1962; 
8:48 a.m.] 


[ 47 CFR Part 3 ] 

[Docket No. 14689 (RM-328); FCC 62-668] 

TELEVISION BROADCAST STATIONS 

Proposed Table of Assignments; 

Chicago, III. 

1. Notice is hereby given in the above- 
entitled matter. 

2. The Commission has before it for 
consideration a request for rule making 
filed May 4, 1962, by the Chicago Educa¬ 
tional Television Association, licensee of 
educational Station WTTW, Channel 11, 
at Chicago, Illinois, requesting the res¬ 
ervation of UHF Channel 20 in Chicago 
for educational use in addition to Chan¬ 
nel 11. 

3. Petitioner asserts that because of 
the present population growth trend in 
the Chicago metropolitan area (the 
metropolitan population as of the 1960 
U.S. Census is 6,220,913) and because of 
the growing conflict in requests for air 
time resulting both from an increase in 
the source of worthwhile educational 
programs and the demands of specialized 
segments of the population, that Chan¬ 
nel 11 in itself is no longer adequate to 
meet the present and future needs of the 


Chicago area. It maintains that the 
additional reservation of Channel 20 for 
education is the most logical and desir¬ 
able means of meeting Chicago’s needs 
and cites the educational operations in 
Pittsburgh, Oklahoma City, Miami, and 
Milwaukee. 

4. The petitioner states that it is 
ready, willing, and able to initiate im¬ 
mediate operations on Channel 20 as 
soon as Commission permission is 
granted. 

5. The National Educational Televi¬ 
sion and Radio Center (NET) supports 
the petition. NET states that the 
Chicago Educational Television Associa¬ 
tion has been a pioneer in community 
educational television, has a fine rec¬ 
ord of television service to the city of 
Chicago and environments and through 
its “TV College”, its many local live 
program series, and its general cul¬ 
tural and informative programming has 
been a credit to the nationwide television 
movement. 

6. Television Chicago has filed an op¬ 
position to the proposal stating that it 
now has in preparation an application 
for construction permit. Television Chi¬ 
cago alleges that at least five and pos¬ 
sibly more applications for UHF com¬ 
mercial stations in Chicago are now in 
preparation and will likely be filed in 
the near future. Thus, it is stated that 
reservation of Channel 20 for non-com¬ 
mercial educational use would result in 
the loss to these commercial applicants 
of what is obviously the most desirable 
UHF commercial channel now available 
in Chicago. 

7. The Commission is of the view that 
rule making should be instituted on this 
proposal in order that all interested 
parties may submit their views and rele¬ 
vant data. The opposition of Television 
Chicago will be taken into consideration 
along with other comments filed in the 
rule making proceeding. It is proposed 
to amend § 3.606 of the rules to read as 
follows: 1 


City 

Channel No. 

Present 

Proposed 

Chicago, Ill.. 

2-, 5, 7, 9+, 
*11, 20, 26, 
32, 38, 44 

2-, 5, 7, 9+, 
*11, *20, 26, 
32, 38, 44 



8. Authority for the adoption of the 
amendment proposed herein is contained 
in sections 4 (i) and (j), 303, and 307(b) 
of the Communications Act of 1934, as 
amended. 

9. Pursuant to applicable procedures 
set out in § 1.213 of the Commission rules, 
interested parties may file comments on 
or before July 20, 1962, and reply com¬ 
ments on or before August 1, 1962. In 
reaching its decision on the rule amend¬ 
ment which is proposed herein, the 
Commission will not be limited to con¬ 
sideration of comments of record, but will 
take into account all relevant informa- 


1 Of the channels mentioned below, only 
Channels 2, 5, 7, 9, and *11 are stations in 
operation at this time. There is an appli¬ 
cation pending for the commercial use of 
Channel 26. 
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tion obtained in any manner from in¬ 
formed sources. 

10. In accordance with the provisions 
of § 1.54 of the rules, an original and 
14 copies of all written comments and 
statements shall be furnished the Com¬ 
mission. 

Adopted: June 20, 1962. 

Released: June 21, 1962. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Acting Secretary . 

[F.R. Doc. 62-6194; Filed, June 25, 1962; 
8:48 am.] 









Notices 


CiVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD 

[Docket No. 12285 etc.] 

new york-florida renewal case 

Notice of Reconvening of Hearing 

Notice is hereby given that public 
hearing in the above-entitled proceeding 
will reconvene on July 9, 1962, at 10 a.m. 
(local time) in Room 725, Universal 
Building, Connecticut and Florida Ave¬ 
nues NW„ Washington, D.C., before the 
undersigned Examiner. 

Dated at Washington, D.C., June 21, 
1962. 

[seal] Walter W. Bryan, 

Hearing Examiner. 

[R.R. Doc. 62-6188; Filed, June 25, 1962; 
8:48 a.m.] 


POST OFFICE DEPARTMENT 

PROCUREMENT AND SUPPLY 
OFFICER 

Delegation of Authority Under 
Regional Reorganization 

The following is an excerpt from Re¬ 
gional Letter 62-54, signed by the Deputy 
Postmaster General, delegating author¬ 
ity to the Procurement and Supply Of¬ 
ficer, Engineering and Facilities Division. 

II. Delegations of authority. All func¬ 
tions pertaining to procurement, equip¬ 
ment and supplies, which were 
heretofore performed by the Space 
Requirements Officer, are delegated to 
the Procurement and Supply Officer, En¬ 
gineering and Facilities Division, as well 
as authority to serve as the regional pro¬ 
curement and contracting officer for sup¬ 
ply and nonpersonal service contracts. 

III. Functional changes. The position 
of Procurement and Supply Officer will 
be activated on July 1, 1962, and the po¬ 
sition of Equipment and Supply Assistant 
will be abolished after that date. 

A. The Bureau of Facilities will pro¬ 
ceed to develop implementing operating 
instructions, outlining in detail the dele¬ 
gations and responsibilities of the Pro¬ 
curement and Supply Officer. 

B. The Procurement and Supply Offi¬ 
cer will: 

1. Serve as regional procurement and 
contracting officer for supply and non¬ 
personal service contracts; procure or 
authorize local procurement of non¬ 
standard items. 

2. Maintain liaison between the head¬ 
quarters Procurement Division, regional 
personnel and postmasters; attend area 
meetings of local and regional officials 
of the Post Office Department, General 
Services Administration, Small Business 
Administration and other Government 
agencies on procurement and supply; 


arrange for local exhibits and displays 
of equipment and supplies; interpret 
policies and procedures issued by the 
headquarters Procurement Division, and 
assure that the provisions of the Federal 
Procurement Regulations are properly 
exercised. 

3. Review and approve equipment 
requisitions, coordinating service re¬ 
quirements. Determine procurement 
priorities and take appropriate action 
based on concurrent agreement by 
regional officials involved. 

4. Coordinate changes in delivery 
schedules for equipment for new and 
modernized postal facilities, and keep 
the Procurement Division currently ad¬ 
vised of status of case. 

5. Work closely with regional Finance 
Division in assuring availability of funds 
for local and regional procurements, and 
in the preparation of information for 
annual budget estimates. 

6. Direct the intra-regional inventory 
programs, and the utilization and dis¬ 
posal of excess, slow-moving and obso¬ 
lete items of personal property. Deal 
with local GSA regions on surplus items 
and the Integrated Sales Plan. As re¬ 
quired, will assemble and furnish infor¬ 
mation in connection with Annual GSA 
Supply Activity Reports. 

7. Be responsible for recovery of 
specialized postal equipment when build¬ 
ings are vacated. 

8. Conduct the appraisal and purchase 
of privately-owned equipment. 

9. Arrange with Chief, Plant Mainte¬ 
nance Branch, for services of postal 
equipment technicians and local post 
office personnel to dismantle, move, in¬ 
stall or refinish screen partition, furni¬ 
ture and equipment at postal 
installations. 

(R.S. 161, as amended; 5 U.S.C. 22, 39 U.S.C. 
309, 501) 

Louis J. Doyle, 
General Counsel. 

[F.R. Doc. 62-6189; Filed, June 25, 1962; 

8:48 a.m.] 


FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION 

[Docket No. G—13310 etc. 1 ] 

TIDEWATER OIL CO. ET AL. 

Order Conditionally Approving Gen¬ 
eral Rate Settlement Proposal, 
Severing Proceedings, Terminating 
Proceedings, and Requiring Refunds 

June 15, 1962. 

On March 28,1962, Tidewater Oil Com¬ 
pany (Tidewater) filed a petition re- 

iThe other docket numbers are listed in 
Column 6 of Exhibit I. Some of the pro¬ 
ceedings presently are consolidated with 
Docket Nos. AR61-2, et al., and will be sev¬ 
ered therefrom. 


questing that the Commission issue an 
order approving a settlement proposal 
concerning the rates under 70 of its rate 
schedules 2 plus 55 related suspension 
proceedings, three certificate proceedings, 
and a general rate investigation pro¬ 
ceeding. The settlement proposal (at¬ 
tached hereto as Appendix A 3 ) was ex¬ 
ecuted by Tidewater, Public Service 
Electric and Gas Company, The United 
Gas Improvement Company, The East 
Ohio Gas Company, Hope Natural Gas 
Company, New York State Natural Gas 
Corporation, The Peoples Natural Gas 
Company, and Lake Shore Pipe Line 
Company. All these parties also join in 
the petition for approval of the settle¬ 
ment proposal. No one has filed objec¬ 
tions to the settlement proposal. The 
Public Service Commission of the State 
of New York filed preliminary comments 
to the proposal and a request for addi¬ 
tional information. Philadelphia Elec¬ 
tric Company, and Texas Gas Trans¬ 
mission Corporation have also filed 
comments to the settlement proposal. 

The settlement proposal provides for 
(1) rates generally at or below applicable 
area ceilings, (2) a two-year moratorium 
on rate increases above ceiling, (3) a 
post-moratorium limit on rate increases 
to one cent every four years, (4) waiver 
of the right to file for rate increases 
under indefinite pricing provisions in 
twelve rate schedules and (5) refunds 
based upon the difference between rates 
in effect subject to refund and the re¬ 
lated settlement rates. Tidewater sub¬ 
mits the proposal on condition that the 
proceeding in Docket No. G-13310 and 
the proceedings listed in Exhibit I hereto 
be terminated. 

In support of the proposal, Tidewater 
states, that the settlement provides for 
long-term price stability at rates gen¬ 
erally conforming to established area 
rate standards, that the conclusion of the 
proceedings will release funds for ex¬ 
ploratory and developmental activities 
and will relieve all parties of the costly 
and time-consuming effort of further 
pursuing the proceedings, and that the 
number of Tidewater’s future filings for 
rate increases will be reduced by the 
moratorium on filings, by the post¬ 
moratorium limit on increases, and by 
the waiver of rights to file for in¬ 
definite price increases under twelve rate 
schedules. 

One settlement rate which exceeds the 
ceiling is the proposed increased rate of 
17.5 cents plus 1.75 cents tax reimburse¬ 
ment for a substantial sale of gas to 


2 Most of Tidewater’s other rate schedules, 
not subject to the settlement proposal, will 
be subject to determinations in Docket Nos. 
AR61-1, et al., should be terminated due to 
depletion of gas reserves, are in litigation, 
or are involved in pending certificate pro¬ 
ceedings. 

3 Filed as part of original document. 
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United Gas Pipe Line Company (United 
Gas) from Hollywood Field, South 
Louisiana. The ceiling for increased 
rates in the area is 14.0 cents plus tax 
reimbursement (15.75 cents for this sale). 
In support of the proposed rate. Tide¬ 
water states as follows: During the course 
of drilling the discovery well in 1953, 
extremely high pressures were encoun¬ 
tered and a dangerous blow-out and fire 
resulted. Although the well was later 
brought under control, it could not be 
shut in because of the pressures; an 
emergency sale was necessary to the 
only pipeline in the vicinity that had the 
capacity to take the some 35,000 Mcf per 
day that was being vented. A three- 
year contract was negotiated at a dis¬ 
tress rate of 9.0 cents per Mcf plus 1.0 
cent tax reimbursement. Shortly there¬ 
after, on December 21, 1955, a renego¬ 
tiated contract was executed providing 
for a rate of 18.5 cents plus tax reim¬ 
bursement. The Commission suspended 
Tidewater’s filing for the increased rate 
in Docket No. G-9932 and it became ef¬ 
fective subject to refund on June 3, 1956. 
Under nearly identical circumstances the 
Commission has previously approved the 
settlement of a proceeding at the same 
rate of 19.25 cents per Mcf for a sale 
from acreage adjacent to Hollywood 
Field. John W. Mecom, 25 FPC 1022. 
We there noted that the increased rate 
was in the nature of an initial rate and 
was, at the proposed settlement level, 
compatible with the initial rate ceiling. 
We likewise approve Tidewater’s pro¬ 
posed settlement rate. 

However, Tidewater has proposed cer¬ 
tain other rates which are in excess of 
ceiling and which accordingly should be 
reduced as follows: (1) The proposed 
settlement rates under Rate Schedule 
Nos. 5 and 18 are 15.34592 cents per Mcf 
(including tax reimbursement) for gas 
sold from Texas R.R. District No. 3. 
That rate reflects a periodic increase 
from the initial rate and is above the 
ceiling for increased rates in the area. 
The rate should be reduced to the initial 
rate under the contracts of 15.144 cents 
per Mcf (including tax reimbursement), 
which is less than the ceiling for initial 
rates in the area. (2) The proposed 
settlement rates under Rate Schedule No. 
26 are 21 cehts per Mcf for reserves orig¬ 
inally subject to the contract and 21.4 
cents per Mcf for reserves later dedi¬ 
cated to the contract. These settlement 
rates are the initial rates under the rate 
schedule for the two classes of reserves. 
The 21.4 cents rate exceeds the initial 
rate ceiling of 21.25 cents (inclusive of 
tax reimbursement) for the area (South 
Louisiana); the proposed 21.4 cents 
settlement rate should be reduced to the 
ceiling level of 21.25 cents. (3) The 
proposed settlement rate under Rate 
Schedule No. 57 is 14.3 cents per Mcf, 
after deduction of a 0.5 cent line amor¬ 
tization credit by the purchaser, for gas 
sold from Texas R.R. District No. 6. The 
total rate is thus 14.8 cents per Mcf, 
which exceeds the applicable 14.6 cents 
ceiling for increased rates under rate 
schedules from which favored-nation 
and redetermination price provisions 
have been eliminated. (Tidewater 


waives its rights under indefinite pricing 
provisions in this rate schedule.) The 
total settlement rate should be reduced 
to 14.6 cents per Mcf. 

We recognize that the proposed settle¬ 
ment rates under Rate Schedule Nos. 5, 
18, and 26 were previously accepted by 
the Commission, without suspension or 
condition, when originally filed by Tide¬ 
water. But we are now asked to approve 
these rates as part of the settlement 
proposal, and this we will not do in light 
of the recently established area rate 
standards. We shall, therefore, condi¬ 
tion our approval of the settlement pro¬ 
posal to require Tidewater to reduce the 
rates as stated above. 

Tidewater proposes that, on the basis 
of the settlement, the Commission ter¬ 
minate the certificate proceedings in 
Docket Nos. G-16172, CI60-430, and 
CI61-171 applicable to Rate Schedule 
Nos. 75, 100, and 102. Tidewater is 
currently operating under these rate 
schedules on unconditioned temporary 
authorizations granted in the certificate 
proceedings. We note that the proposed 
settlement rates for each of these sales 
is less than the applicable initial rate 
ceiling level. However, section 7 of the 
Natural Gas Act requires a hearing be¬ 
fore the grant of permanent certificates, 
and we therefore cannot dispose of these 
certificate matters by settlement. We 
propose instead promptly to set these cer¬ 
tificate matters for hearing and will 
modify the settlement proposal con¬ 
sistent with the foregoing. 

On September 14, 1961, the Presiding 
Examiner issued his initial decision in 
the section 5(a) proceeding in Docket 
No. G-13310 and the consolidated sec¬ 
tion 4(e) proceedings in Docket Nos. 
G-9932, G-9241, G-9551, G-9552, G-9608, 
G-10998, G-11318, G-11319, G-11340, 
G-11357, G-11907 and G-12999. Tide¬ 
water proposes that all these proceedings 
(and others) be disposed of under the 
settlement. In his decision; the Presid¬ 
ing Examiner dismissed the section 5(a) 
proceeding, declining to set future rates 
for Tidewater, and disallowed the rate 
increases subject to the consolidated 4(e) 
proceedings upon a finding that com¬ 
pany-wide test jurisdictional revenues 
exceeded costs by more than the rate 
increases. Philadelphia Electric Com¬ 
pany, the Public Service Commission of 
the State of New York, and certain sig¬ 
natories to the settlement proposal have 
commented favorably on the Examiner’s 
cost analysis. However, we approve of 
and want to encourage settlements which 
dispose of most of a producer’s pending 
rate problems, which do so in accord 
with our area rate ceilings, 4 which pro¬ 
vide for a reasonable moratorium on in¬ 
creased rate filings, which require re¬ 
funds where appropriate, which lend cer¬ 
tainty to the purchased gas costs of 
buyers, and which free the producer’s 
revenues from contingencies that no 
doubt inhibit exploratory and develop¬ 
mental activities. Tidewater’s settle¬ 
ment proposal in general provides all 
these substantial benefits and thus goes 


4 Statement of General Policy No. 61-1, 24 
FPC 818, as amended. 


well beyond the Examiner’s decision 
Without passing on the validity of the 
Examiner’s decision, we find that the 
public interest will best be served by ap¬ 
proving Tidewater’s settlement proposal 
with certain modifications and condi¬ 
tions. The Examiner’s decision accord¬ 
ingly becomes moot. 

Our approval of the settlement pro¬ 
posal should not be construed as con¬ 
stituting approval of any future rate 
increases that may be filed under the 
subject rate schedules and is without 
prejudice to any findings or orders of 
the Commission in any further proceed¬ 
ings, including area rate proceedings, in¬ 
volving Tidewater’s rates and rate 
schedules. 

The Commission finds: 

(1) The settlement of the proceeding 
in Docket No. G-13310 and the proceed¬ 
ings listed in Column 6 of Exhibit I 
hereto—other than Docket Nos. G-16172 
CI60-430, and CI61-171—on the basis of 
the settlement proposal submitted by 
Tidewater and others, as hereinafter 
modified, is in the public interest in 
carrying out the provisions of the Nat¬ 
ural Gas Act and should be approved 
and made effective subject to the terms 
and conditions ordered. 

(2) Rates under the rate schedules 
subject to the settlement should be dis¬ 
allowed to the extent they exceed the 
settlement rates as modified. 

(3) The proceedings listed in Column 
6 of Exhibit I which are now consoli¬ 
dated with Docket No. AR61-2, et al., 
should be severed therefrom. 

(4) The decision of the Presiding Ex¬ 
aminer in Docket No. G-13310, et al., 
should be deemed to be moot. 

The Commission orders: 

(A) The settlement of these proceed¬ 
ings on the basis of the settlement pro¬ 
posal attached hereto as Appendix A is 
approved and made effective subject to 
the following modifications, terms and 
conditions. 

(B) Tidewater shall substitute, in lieu 
of the related proposed settlement rates, 
rates of 15.144 cents per Mcf under its 
FPC Gas Rate Schedule Nos. 5 and 18; 
14.6 cents per Mcf, including 0.5 cent 
deducted by the purchaser, under its Rate 
Schedule No. 57; and 21.25 cents for the 
sale of additional acreage dedicated in 
Supplement No. 5 under its Rate Sched¬ 
ule No. 26. 

(C) The certificate proceedings in 
Docket Nos. G-16172, CI60-430, and 
CI61-171 shall not be terminated on the 
basis of the settlement but shall be de¬ 
termined after hearing. Tidewater shall 
file an amended application in Docket 
No. G-16172 in conformity with the pro¬ 
posed settlement rate. Tidewater shall 
abide by ultimate Commission decision, 
after judicial review if any, in these cer¬ 
tificate proceedings. The involved rates 
and rate schedules shall otherwise remain 
subject to the terms of the settlement. 

(D) Rates under the rate schedules 
subject to the settlement are hereby dis¬ 
allowed to the extent they exceed the 
settlement rates listed in Column 5 as 
modified according to paragraph B above. 
Within 45 days from the date of this 
order Tidewater shall refund with in- 






FEDERAL REGISTER 


5997 


Tuesday, June 26, 1962 


terest as specified in each docket the 
difference between all charges collected 
under the subject rate schedules at rates 
in effect subject to refund and the lesser 
charges that would have been collected 
at the related settlement rates as modi¬ 
fied according to paragraph B above. 

(E) Within 45 days after the date of 
this order Tidewater (1) shall make such 
filings under its rate schedules as are 
required to make effective the terms of 
settlement proposal, as modified accord¬ 
ing to paragraph B above, and (2) shall 
report to the Commission, in writing and 
under oath, the amount of refund made 
to each of its purchasers, showing sep¬ 
arately the amount of principal and in¬ 
terest so paid and the bases used for 
such determinations, together with re¬ 
leases from its purchasers showing re¬ 
ceipt of the refunds in conformity to the 
settlement as modified and approved. 


(F) Tidewater shall, over the signa¬ 
ture of a responsible officer, file with 
the Commission, within 30 days from the 
date of issuance of this order, in writing 
and under oath, an original and one copy 
of its acceptance or rejection of the terms 
and conditions of this order. 

(G) The rate proceedings in Docket 
Nos. G-13378, G-13386, G-13436, G- 
13580, G-16593, G-16594, G-17998, G- 
17999, G-18751, G-19646, G-19647, G- 
20011, RI61-124, RI61-125, RI61-159, 
RI61-292, and RI61-297 and the certifi¬ 
cate proceedings in Docket Nos. G-16172, 
CI60-430, and CI61-171 are hereby sev¬ 
ered from the consolidate proceedings in 
Docket No. AR61-2, et al. 

(H) Upon full compliance by Tide¬ 
water with all the terms and provisions 
of this order and of the settlement pro¬ 
posal as hereby modified and approved, 
the proceeding in Docket No. G-13310 and 


the proceedings listed in Column 6 of 
Exhibit I—other than Docket Nos. G- 
16172, CI60-430, and CI61-171—shall 
terminate, and the Presiding Examiner’s 
decision issued on September 14, 1961, in 
Docket No. G-13310, et al., shall be 
deemed to be moot. 

(I) This order is without prejudice to 
any findings or orders which have been 
or may be made hereafter by the Com¬ 
mission, and is without prejudice to 
claims or contentions which may be made 
by the Commission, Tidewater, the Com¬ 
mission staff, or any affected party 
herein, in any proceedings now pending 
or hereafter instituted by or against 
Tidewater or any other companies, per¬ 
sons, or parties affected by this order. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Gordon M. Grant, 

Acting Secretary. 


Texas Railroad Commission District No. 2 (Ceilings: Initial, 18.0 cents; increases, 14.0 cents) 


Purchaser 

(1) 

Field 

(2) 

FPC Gas 
Rate 
Schedule 
No. 

(3) 

Price as of 
Mar. 1,1962, 
cents/M cf 9 

(4) 

Proposed 
settlement 
price 0 

(5) 

Section 4(e), 
Docket No. 

(6) 

Proposed 
increase, 
cents/M cf 9 

(7) 

Estimated 
refund to 
Mar. 1, 1962, 
excluding 
interest 

(8) 


Ike 

3 

7 

14 

16 

20 

21 

32 

51 

55 

63 

70 

95 

8.875534 

2 13.8733 

8.890883 
8.890883 
12.1536 

15.33333 
9.72288 

1 14.3733 

1 14.3733 

10.92096 
14.5 

14.1792 

8.875534 

2 13.8733 

8.890883 
8.890883 
12.1536 
14.6 

9.72288 

1 14.3733 

l 14.3733 

10.92096 
14.5 

14.1792 




Transcontinental Gas P/L Corp - - - - - — 

Tavoc TTootorri TrflBR Cnm ___ 

Cosden-W. 

G-14687 

R160-412 

2.75010 

21.07110 


0 


Ray-W ilcox 

Transcontinental Gas P/L Corp— --- 

West Tuletn _ _ _ 




l n n T> /T Pa 

Brandt et al 




TontioccoA riqQ rjn 

Place do ... 

G-17134 

4.30515 

6,465 

Fnitnrl Ooc "P/T, Pn _ _ 

Burnell-N. Pettus. 

G-14928 

RI60-411 

RI60-55 

2.75010 

21.07110 

2.34562 

0 

npovoa Foctprri TrnnQ rjorn 

Nordheim_ _ 

Dn .. 

West George West. 

0 

n A 

Ynwnrd _ _ 

XTPino "P/T Pa 

Elms-ShncfFer Ranch __ 




TTnito/1 Poo P / T Pa 

North La Ward 










Iroquois Gas Co. 

Natural Gas P/L Co. 


Tennessee Gas Trans. Co. 

Do. 

Do. 

Natural Gas P/L Co. 


Transcontinental Gas P/L Corp. 

Natural Gas P/L Co. 

Shell Oil Co. 

Tennessee Gas Trans. Co. 

Coastal Trans. Corp.. 

Do. 

Trunkline Gas Co.. 


Natural Gas P/L Co. 

Tennessee Gas Trans. Co.. 

Transcontinental Gas P/L Corp. 

United Gas P/L Co. 

Texas Eastern Trans. Corp.. 


Natural Gas P/L Co. 


Texas Railroad Commission District No. 3 (Ceilings: Initial, 18.0 cents; increases, 14.0 cents) 


Sheridan_ 

East Bay City. 


Sublime.. 

East Bernard,. 
East Bay City. 
West Bernard. 


_do. 

Old Ocean. 

Englehart.. 

West Rock Island. 

Palacios.. 

.do. 

Chocolate Bayou.. 


17.668 

16.6584 

G-13387 

R162-73 

G-9241 

G-10998 

G-12999 

G-16080 

G-17135 

G-17134 

G-17076 

G-9241 

G-10998 

G-12999 

G-16080 

1.0096 

1.0096 

13,202 

17.153104 

15.34592 

.20192 

.20192 

132,139 



.20192 




1.201424 


15.95016 

15.95016 

16.16947 

17.153104 

14.6 

14.6 

14.6 

15.34592 

2.67196 

2.67196 

2.67196 
.20192 
.20192 

61,121 
11,520 
156, 545 
194,794 



,20192 




1.201424 


9.335428 
11.48836 
(*) 

15.95016 
17.5 

17.5 

20.0 

9.335428 
11.48836 
13.45435 
14.6 

16.0 

16.0 

18.0 





G-11340 

G-17134 

.20315 

2.67196 

0 

20,696 











Texas Railroad Commission District No. 4 (Ceilings: Initial, 18.0 cents; increases, 14.0 cents) 


La Gloria 

6 

9.99886 

9.99886 




Mustang Island_ 

9 

17.24347 

14.6 

G-19665 

3.13919 

76,113 





R160-396 

1.98160 


LaGloria 

15 

8.890883 

8.890883 


Rcrl Fish Bay. ___ 

23 

14.8 

14.6 

G-13513 

2.140 

9,248 

Midway . _ 

64 

15.0 

14.6 

G-13488 

.2 

571 





G-16627 

G-19647 

RI61-124 

RI62-73 

.2 

.2 











.2 






.2 


Qinfnu 

84 

14.5 

14.5 








Texas Railroad Commission District No. 6 (Ceilings: Initial, 15.0 cents; increases, 14.0 cents) 


T Poq Pa 

North Lansing 

8 

12.55406 

12.55406 


- 

• 

ivUUlMallo Uao UU. 

1 exas Eastern Trans. Corp. 

Willow Springs.. 

57 

4 14.5 

4 14.3 

G-13402 

0.8984 

1,199 






G-16626 

G-19646 

. 2 
.2 







R161-125 

.2 







R162-109 

.2 


Do. . 

Chalk Hill. 

87 

15.0 

14.6 

G-19665 

.2 

194 






RI61-124 

.2 






• 

RI62-110 

.2 
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NOTICES 

Texas Railroad Commission District No. 8 (Ceilings: Initial, 16.0 cents; increases, 11.0 cents) 


Purchaser 

(1) 

Field 

(2) 

FPC Gas 
Rate 
Schedule 
No. 

(3) 

Price as of 
Mar. 1,1962, 
cents/M cf• 

(4) 

Proposed 
settlement 
price 9 

(6) 

Section 4(e), 
Docket No. 

(6) 

Proposed 
increase, 
cents/M cf 9 

(7) 

Estimated 
refund to 
Mar. 1, i960 
excluding 
interest 

(8) 

Northern Natural Gas Co___ 

Emperor. 

67 

79 

16.0 

16.0 

16.0 

16.0 

— 

— 



Louisiana—North Louisiana 


Arkansas Louisiana Gas Co. 

Rodessa. 

52 

3.0 

3.0 



-" 








South Louisiana (Ceilings: Initial, 21.25 cents, including tax reimbursement; increases, 14.0 cents plus tax reimbursement) 


United Fuel Gas Co.. 

North Bourg 

Do. 

Florence 

Do. 

Erath Unit 

Do.:. 

North Erath and Erath Unit 

United Gas P/L Co. 

Hollywood 

Texas Gas Trans. Corp. 

South Lewisburg.. 

Transcontinental Gas P/L Corp.. 

LeLeux_ 

United Fuel Gas Co... 

Savoy. 

American Louisiana P/L Co. 

North Holly Beach 

Transcontinental Gas P/L Corp. _ _ 

Northwest Gueydan.. 

Southern Natural Gas Co... 

Manila Village 

United Gas P/L Co. 

Southeast Houma 

Do. 

Midland. 

Do... 

Ridge. 

Southern Natural Gas Co__ . 

Bayou Bouillon_ _ 

American Louisiana P/L Co__ 

North Holly Beach.. 

Transcontinental Gas P/L Corp. 

SE. Rayne... 

Southern Natural Gas Co. 

Felice Bayou.. 

Tennessee Gas Trans. Co. 

Caillou Island.... 

American Louisiana P/L Co. 

Lacassine Refuge_ __ _, ... 










24 

19.9 

17.0 

G-9551 

0.4 

34,528 




G-11357 

.4 




G-13386 

.4 





G-16593 

.4 





G-19647 

.4 





RI61-124 

.4 





RI62-149 

.4 


25 

19.9 

17.0 

G-9552 

.4 

142,364 




G-11318 

.4 




G-13378 

.4 





G-16594 

.4 





G-19646 

.4 





RI61-159 

.4 





R162-109 

.4 


26 

22.881 

21.0 

G-9608 

.2 

294,282 




G-11319 

: 2 


26 

22.881 

21.4 

G-13580 

.2 





G-16593 

.2 





G-20011 

.581 


34 

22.25 

19.25 

G-9932 

9.5 

1,476,894 




RI61-297 

2.0 


37 

21.061 

15.75 

G-11907 

9.2893 

179,502 

54 

23.55 

17.0 

G-17998 

6.5 

28,970 

60 

19.9 

17.8 

G-13436 

.4 

10,308 




G-16594 

.4 





G-19646 

.4 



_ 


R161-125 

.4 





R162-149 

.4 


61 

19.5 

19.0 




62 

23.55 

17.0 

G-17999 

5.5 

70,989 

65 

19.75 

19.0 




66 

22.25 

20.0 

RI61-292 

2.0 

12,099 

71 

22.25 

20.0 

R161-292 

2.0 

5,580 

75 

22.25 

20.0 

G-16172 

Certificate Application 

81 

23.25 

20.0 




82 

19.5 

19.0 




85 

(«) 

• 18.05 

G-18751 

5.5 

557 

99 

20.75 

20.0 




100 

18.5 

18.5 

CI60-430 

Certificate 1 

Application 

102 

19.75 

19.75 

RI62-357 

7 2.6 

0 




CI61-171 

Certificate Application 


Mississippi (Ceilings: Initial, 17.0 cents; increases, 14.0 cents, including tax reimbursement) 


United Gas P/L Co. 

Baxterville_ 

36 

22. 88298 

14.0 

G-18567 

10.90428 

52 383 

Southern Natural Gas Co... 

GwinviUe... 

68 

20.0 

14! 0 

G-14108 

12! 63529 

529,212 


New Mexico (Permian Basin Area Ceilings: Initial, 16.0 cents; increases, 11.0 cents) 


El Paso Natural Gas Co. ___ ... 

Just is_ 

42 

76 

83 

9.0 

10.5 

9.0 

9.0 

10.5 

9.0 




Northern Natural Gas Co_ 

Eumont_ 




El Paso Natural Gas Co. 

Langlie-M attix_ 










Oklahoma (Ceilings: Initial, 17.0 cents, Panhandle; 16.8 cents, Carter Knox; 15.0 cents, other; increases 11.0 cents) 


Cities Service Gas Co..... 

West Edmond_ 

40 

10.5 

10.5 

11.0 




Lone Star Gas Co..... 

Sholem Alechem. _ 

45 

11.0 




Arkansas Louisiana Gas Co _ .......... 

Chickasha_ 

46 

11.0 

11! 0 

16.0 

R162-170 

7 4.0 

6 

Panhandle Eastern P/L Co. 

South Forgan _ 

73 

78 

16.0 



Wunderlich Development Co. 

SW. Ponca City 

e! 2 

6.2 




Colorado Interstate Gas Co.. 

Mo cane 

96 

15! 0 

15.0 




Trans western P/L Co... 

South Goodwin, fit al 

97 

17! 0 

17! 0 




Cities Service Gas Co... 

SE. Woodward 

98 

• is! 0 

815! 0 




Arkansas Louisiana Gas Co. 

E. Kremlin . 

101 

11.0 

11! 0 








_ 


1 Includes 0.5 cents/MCF or gathering and dehydration. 

2 An additional 0.5 cents/M CF is received for gathering and dehydration on the 
Richter Unit. 

3 13.45435 cents/M CF when well P&A. Cancelled. 

4 After deduction of 0.5 cents/M CF line amortization charge. 

* 23.55 when well P&A. Cancelled. 


« Effective until deliveries ceased on Apr. 5,1960. 

7 Increase has not been effective subject to refund. 

* In addition seller receives 1 cent/MCF for gathering and deyhdration. 

• Louisiana and Mississippi prices are at a pressure base of 15.025 p.s.i.a., all other* 
prices are at 14.65 p.s.i.a. 


[F.R. Doc. 62-6091; Filed, June 25,1962; 8:45 a.m.] 






























































































































































































Tuesday 9 June 26, 1962 

[Docket No. G-18199 etc.] 

PHILLIPS PETROLEUM CO. ET AL. 

Notice of Applications, Consolidation, 
and Date of Hearing 

June 20, 1962. 

Phillips Petroleum Company, Docket 
No G-18199; Ada Oil Company, Docket 
No G-19276; Gulf Oil Corporation, 
Docket No. CI60-238; La.-Tex. Petroleum 
Products Corporation, Docket No. CI61- 
91. 

Take notice that on July 21, 1960, La.- 
Tex Petroleum Corporation (La-Tex) 
filed in Docket No. CI61-91 an applica¬ 
tion pursuant to section 7(b) of the 
Natural Gas Act for permission and ap¬ 
proval to abandon natural gas service to 
Tennessee Gas Transmission Company 
(Tennessee) consisting of a sale of low 
pressure gas purchased by La-Tex from 
Phillips Petroleum Company (Phillips) , 
Ada Oil Company (Ada), and Gulf Oil 
Corporation (Gulf) in the South Crowley 
Field, Acadia Parish, Louisiana, all as 
more’fully set forth in the application 
which is on file with the Commission 
and open to public inspection. 

Take further notice that on March 25, 
1959, Phillips in Docket No. G-18199, on 
August 17, 1959, Ada in Docket No. G- 
19276, and on February 26, 1960, Gulf in 
Docket No. CI60-238 filed their related 
applications pursuant to section 7(b) of 
the Natural Gas Act for permission and 
approval to abandon natural gas service 
to La-Tex from their respective leases in 
the South Crowley Field, all as more fully 
set forth in the applications which are on 
file with the Commission and open to 
public inspection. 

In support of the subject applications, 
Applicants state that the volume of low 
pressure gas available has decreased to 
the point where it is no longer economi¬ 
cally possible to keep the properties in 
operation. La-Tex states that deliveries 
to Tennessee were discontinued in Oc¬ 
tober 1958 after several attempts to aug¬ 
ment the supply of low pressure gas from 
the aforesaid producers proved unsuc¬ 
cessful. 

La-Tex was authorized on September 
24, 1956, in Docket No. G-5233 (G-2657, 
et al.) to sell the subject gas to Ten¬ 
nessee. In the same order, Phillips in 
Docket No. G-6808 was authorized to sell 
its subject low pressure gas to La-Tex 
for resale to Tennessee. Gulf was au¬ 
thorized on September 24,1956, in Docket 
No. G-4141 to sell both high and low 
pressure gas to Tennessee but never filed 
for certificate authorization to sell low 
pressure gas to La-Tex. Ada was au¬ 
thorized on July 9, 1956, in Docket No. 
G-8466 to sell the subject low pressure 
gas to La-Tex. 

Phillips and Gulf, concurrently with 
their abandonment applications, and Ada 
on July 30, 1958, filed notices of cancella¬ 
tion of their related FPC gas rate sched¬ 
ules. La-Tex has never completed its 
deficient rate schedule filing for its sale 
to Tennessee and now asks that said 
filing be withdrawn. 

These related matters should be heard 
on a consolidated record and disposed of 
as promptly as possible under the appli- 
No. 123-4 


FEDERAL REGISTER 

cable rules and regulations and to that 
end: 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject to 
the jurisdiction conferred upon the Fed¬ 
eral Power Commission by sections 7 and 
15 of the Natural Gas Act, and the Com¬ 
mission’s rules of practice and procedure, 
a hearing will be held on July 26,1962, at 
9:30 a.m., e.d.s.t., in a Hearing Room of 
the Federal Power Commission, 441 G 
Street NW., Washington, D.C., concern¬ 
ing the matters involved in and the is¬ 
sues presented by such applications: 
Provided, however. That the Commission 
may, after a non-contested hearing, dis¬ 
pose of the proceedings pursuant to the 
provisions of § 1.30(c) (1) or (2) of the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure. Under the procedure herein 
provided for, unless otherwise advised, it 
will be unnecessary for Applicants to 
appear or be represented at the hearing. 

Protests or petitions to intervene may 
be filed with the Federal Power Commis¬ 
sion, Washington 25, D.C., in accordance 
with the rules of practice and procedure 
(18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) on or before July 
16, 1962. Failure of any party to appear 
at and participate in the hearing shall 
be construed as waiver of and concur¬ 
rence in omission herein of the inter¬ 
mediate decision procedure in cases 
where a request therefor is made. 

Joseph H. Gutride, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 62-6166; Filed, June 25, 1962; 

8:45 a.m.] 


[Project No. 2000] 

POWER AUTHORITY OF THE STATE 
OF NEW YORK 

Order Fixing Hearing 

June 20, 1962. 

On April 30, 1959, Power Authority of 
the State of New York (Applicant) filed 
application for total exemption from 
payment of annual charges under its 
license for Project No. 2000 for the period 
July 17, 1958 through December 31, 1958, 
pursuant to the terms of section 10(e) 
of the Federal Power Act and regulations 
of the Commission thereunder. 

By our order issued August 3, 1959, we 
granted partial exemption to Applicant 
to the extent that 20.9394 percent of the 
project power was sold to the public with¬ 
out profit. Pursuant to application 
therefor, by our further order issued 
September 24, 1959, we granted rehear¬ 
ing on our August 3, 1959, order. 

On March 3, 1961, and on April 24, 
1961, respectively, Applicant filed appli¬ 
cations for total exemption from pay¬ 
ment of annual charges for Project No. 
2000 for the calendar years 1959 and 
1960. 

The Commission finds: 

(1) It is appropriate under the circum¬ 
stances to hold a public hearing respect¬ 
ing the matters involved and the issues 
presented by the aforesaid applications 
for exemption. 

The Commission orders: Pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject 
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to the jurisdiction conferred upon the 
Federal Power Commission by the Fed¬ 
eral Power Act, particularly sections 4 
and 308 thereof, and the Commission’s 
rules of practice and procedure, a public 
hearing shall be held commencing Sep¬ 
tember 24, 1962, at 10 a.m., e.d.s.t., in a 
hearing room of the Federal Power Com¬ 
mission, 441 G Street NW., Washington, 
D.C., concerning the matters involved 
in and the issues presented by the 
aforesaid applications for exemption. 

By the Commission. 

Joseph H. Gutride, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 62-6167; Filed, June 25, 1962; 
8:45 a.m.] 


[Docket No. G-2800 etc.] 

H. F. SEARS ET AL. 

Notice of Petitions to Amend 
Certificate Authorizations 

June 19, 1962. 

H. F. Sears, Docket No. G-2800; 
Humble Oil & Refining Company, Docket 
No. G-5145; Pan American Petroleum 
Corporation (Operator), et al.. Docket 
No. G-7490; Hunt Oil Company, Docket 
No. G-11803; Houston Natural Gas Pro¬ 
duction Company, Docket No. G-12797; 
Southwest Production Company, Docket 
No. CI60-686. 

Take notice that each of the above 
Applicants has filed a petition to amend 
the certificate authorizations heretofore 
issued in the respective above-listed 
docket numbers by deleting therefrom 
authorization to render natural gas 
service from certain acreages as follows: 

Docket No.; Field and Location; Purchaser; 
Related Rate Filing 

G-2800; Wfest Panhandle Field, Tex.; Colorado 
Interstate Gas Co.; Supplement No. 6 to 
FPC Gas Rate Schedule No. 2. 

G-5145; Spraberry Area, Midland County, 
Tex.; El Paso Natural Gas Co.; Supplement 
No. 37 to FPC Gas Rate Schedule No. 5. 
G-7490; Eunice-Monument Field, Lea 
County, N. Mex.; Northern Natural Gas 
Co.; Supplement No. 11 to FPC Gas Rate 
Schedule No. 123. 

G-11803; Amacker-Tippett Field, Upton 
County, Tex.; El Paso Natural Gas Co.; 
Supplement No. 7 to FPC Gas Rate Sched¬ 
ule No. 33, and Supplement No. 7 to FPC 
Gas Rate Schedule No. 34 (Hunt etc. (Op¬ 
erator) , et al.). 

G-12797; Big Hill Field, Jefferson County, 
Tex.; Texas Gas Pipe Line Corp.; Supple¬ 
ment No. 23 to FPC Gas Rate Schedule 
No. 2 (Houston, etc. (Operator), et al.), 
and Supplement No. 24 to FPC Gas Rate 
Schedule No. 2. 

CI-60-686; San Juan Field, San Juan County, 
N. Mex.; El Paso Natural Gas Co.; Supple¬ 
ment No. 3 to FPC Gas Rate Schedule No. 2. 

In each case, Applicant states that 
the subject acreage has been assigned to 
another party or parties, except in the 
petitions filed in Docket Nos. G-2800 
and G-7490 where shallow dedications 
are being released due to nonproduc¬ 
tivity. 

Protests, petitions to intervene or re¬ 
quests for hearing may be filed with the 
Federal Power Commission, Washington 
25, D.C., in accordance with the rules of 
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practice and procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 
1.10) on or before July 13, 1962. 

Gordon M. Grant, 
Acting Secretary. 

fP.R. Doc. 62-6168; Filed, June 25, 1962; 

8:45 a.m.] 

[Docket No. CP62-259] 

UNITED GAS PIPE LINE CO. 

Notice of Application and Date of 
Hearing 

June 20, 1962. 

Take notice that on May 10, 1962, 
United Gas Pipe Line Company (Appli¬ 
cant) , 1525 Fairfield Avenue, Shreveport, 
Louisiana, filed in Docket No. CP62-259 
an application pursuant to section 7(c) 
of the Natural Gas Act for a certificate 
of public convenience and necessity au¬ 
thorizing the construction and operation 
of a sales meter station and appurtenant 
facilities at approximate milepost 38.3 
on Applicant’s 8-inch lateral line to Con¬ 
tainer Corporation of America in Escam¬ 
bia County, Alabama, and the sale and 
delivery of natural gas to Conecuh- 
Monroe Counties Gas District (District) 
for resale and distribution, all as more 
fully set forth in the application which 
is on file with the Commission and open 
to public inspection. 

The District proposes to construct and 
operate natural gas distribution systems 
in and has received franchises to serve 
the communities of Evergreen, Monroe¬ 
ville, Castleberry, Repton, Excel, and 
Frisco City, Alabama. The estimated 
natural gas requirements of the District 
are as follows: 

Mcf at 14.9 psia 
Annual Peak, day 


1st year- 864, 613 3, 538 

2d year- 392,409 3,895 

3d year_ 420,923 4,254 


The gas will be used for residential, 
commercial, and industrial purposes by 
the ultimate consumer. 

Applicant proposes to render service to 
the District under Rate Schedule G-J of 
Applicant’s FPC Gas Tariff, First Re¬ 
vised Volume No. 1. 

Applicant estimates that the proposed 
facilities will cost $19,464, to be financed 
from current working funds. The Dis¬ 
trict estimates that construction and ad¬ 
ministrative costs for its project will be 
$2,530,000. 

This matter is one that should be dis¬ 
posed of as promptly as possible under 
the applicable rules and regulations and 
to that end: 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject 
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the 
Federal Power Commission by sections 
7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act, and 
the Commission’s rules of practice and 
procedure, a hearing will be held on 
July 24, 1962, at 9:30 a.m. e.d.s.t., in a 
Hearing Room of the Federal Power 
Commission, 441 G. Street NW., Wash¬ 
ington, D.C., concerning the matters in¬ 
volved in and the issues presented by 
such application: Provided, however, 
That the Commission may, after a non- 
contested hearing, dispose of the pro¬ 
ceedings pursuant to the provisions of 
§ 1.30(c) (1) or (2) of the Commission’s 


NOTICES 

rules of practice and procedure. Under 
the procedure herein provided for, unless 
otherwise advised, it will be unnecessary 
for Applicant to appear or be represented 
at the hearing. 

Protests or petitions to intervene may 
be filed with the Federal Power Com¬ 
mission, Washington 25, D.C., in accord¬ 
ance with the rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) on or before 
July 13, 1962. Failure of any party to 
appear at and participate in the hearing 
shall be construed as waiver of and 
concurrence in omission herein of the 
intermediate decision procedure in cases 
where a request therefor is made. 

Joseph H. Gutride, 
Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 62-6169; Filed, June 25, 1962; 

8:45 ajn.] 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Bureau of Land Management 

[Classification No. 516; Serial No. M-052199] 

MONTANA 

Small Tract Classification 

June 6, 1962. 

1. Pursuant to authority delegated to 
the State Director by Bureau Order No. 
684, dated August 28, 1961 (26 F.R. 168) 
and redelegated to me by the State Di¬ 
rector’s order of October 18, 1961 (26 
F.R. 202), I hereby classify the following 
described public lands, totaling 320 acres 
in Deer Lodge County, Montana, as suit¬ 
able for transfer under the Small Tract 
Act of June 1, 1938 (52 Stat. 609, 43 
U.S.C. 682a), as amended: 

Principal Meridian Montana 

T. 2 N., R. 12 W., 

Sec. 12, E y 2 . 

Containing 320 acres. 

2. Classification of the above-de¬ 
scribed lands by this order segregates 
them from all appropriations, including 
locations under the mining laws, except 
as to applications under the mineral 
leasing laws. 

3. The lands classified by this order 
shall not become subject to application 
under the Small Tract Act of June 1, 
1938 (52 Stat. 609, 43 U.S.C. 682a), as 
amended, until it is so provided by an 
order to be issued by an authorized 
officer, opening the lands to application 
or bid. 

Robert A. Jones, 

Chief, Division of Lands 
and Minerals Management. 

[F.R. Doc. 62-6184; Filed, June 25, 1962; 

8:47 a.m.] 


[NM 0128764 (Oklahoma) ] 

OKLAHOMA 

Notice of Termination of Proposed 
Withdrawal and Reservation of 
Lands 

June 18, 1962. 

Notice of application. Serial New 
Mexico 0128764 (Oklahoma), for with¬ 
drawal and reservation of lands was pub¬ 
lished as Federal Register Document No. 


61-2226, on pages 2197-98 of the issue 
for March 15, 1961. The applicant 
agency, The United States Department 
of the Army, has canceled its application 
for withdrawal insofar as it involves the 
lands described below, and accepted, in 
lieu thereof, a special use permit. There¬ 
fore, pursuant to the regulations con¬ 
tained in 43 CFR, Part 295, such lands 
will be, at 10:00 a.m., on July 23, 1962 
relieved of the segregative effect of the 
above-mentioned application. 

The lands will be utilized for flowage 
purposes by the Department of the 
Army under permit from the Depart¬ 
ment of the Interior, authorized by the 
Secretary of the Interior April 5, 1962, 
in connection with the Keystone Dam 
and Reservoir Project, Arkansas River, 
Oklahoma, and will be inundated from 
time to time, rendering them unsuitable 
for purposes other than operation of the 
project. 

The lands involved in this notice are: 

Indian Meridian, Oklahoma 

T. 20 N., R. 9 E., 

Sec. 35, lots 2 and 3. 

Containing 25.45 acres, more or less. 

Chesley P. Seely, 
State Director. 

[F.R. Doc. 62-6177; Filed, June 25, 1962; 

8:46 a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

Bureau of International Programs 
[File No. 23-819] 

LATIN AMERICAN DEVELOPMENT 
CO., LTD. 

Order Reinstating and Extending 
Temporary Denial of Export Privi¬ 
leges 

In the Matter of Latin American De¬ 
velopment Co., Ltd., Picadilly House, 
Picadilly Circus, London, S.W. 1, 
England. 

A temporary order denying export 
privileges was issued in the above matter 
on March 19, 1962, for a period of 90 
days, which order expired on June 17, 
1962. This order was issued in connec¬ 
tion with an investigation instituted by 
the Investigations Staff, Bureau of In¬ 
ternational Programs, into attempts by 
respondent to place orders with several 
United States suppliers for parts of 
United States origin for use in or the 
repair of oil processing equipment in re¬ 
fineries in Cuba, which refineries were 
formerly the property of United States 
corporations which had been expro¬ 
priated by Cuban authorities for use and 
operation by the Cuban Government. 
It is reported that respondent was 
warned that his orders were in violation 
of the United States Export Control Law. 
The respondent sought to have the 
articles shipped to itself in England in¬ 
tending to reexport and transship them 
to Cuba in violation of the United States 
Export Control Law. It is now reported 
that respondent has shipped articles of 
United States origin from England to 
Cuba in violation of the United States 
Export Control Law. 












Tuesday, June 26, 1962 

The Director of the Investigations 
Staff Bureau of International Programs, 
has applied, under § 382.11 of the Export 
Control Regulations, for an extension of 
the temporary order until the comple¬ 
tion of the administrative compliance 

proceedings. 

This matter has been considered by 
the Compliance Commissioner who being 
fully advised thereof has reported his 
recommendations to me that the tem¬ 
porary order be reinstated and extended 
until the final disposition of administra¬ 
tive compliance proceedings involving 
the respondent, since such will be in the 
public interest and necessary for the 
effective enforcement of the law. I do 
so find. 

It is therefore ordered: 

(1) The respondent, Latin American 
Development Co., Ltd., its agents and 
employees, are hereby denied all privi¬ 
leges of participating directly or indi¬ 
rectly in any manner, form, or capacity 
in any exportation of any commodity or 
technical data from the United States to 
any foreign destination, including 
Canada. Without limitation of the 
generality of the foregoing, participation 
in an exportation shall include and pro¬ 
hibit respondent’s participation (a) as a 
party to or as representative of a party 
to any validated export license applica¬ 
tion, (b) in the obtaining or using of any 
validated or general export license or 
other export control document, (c) in 
the receiving, ordering, buying, selling, 
delivering, or disposing of any commodi¬ 
ties and technical data in whole or in 
part exported or to be exported from the 
United States, and (d) in the financing, 
forwarding, transporting, or other serv¬ 
icing of exports from the United States. 

(2) Such denial of export privileges 
shall apply not only to said respondent, 
but also to any other person, firm, cor¬ 
poration, or business organization with 
which said respondent may be now or 
hereafter related by ownership, affilia¬ 
tion, control, position of responsibility, 
or other connection in the conduct of 
trade which may involve exports from 
the United States or services connected 
therewith. 

(3) This order shall take effect forth¬ 
with and shall remain in effect until 
the completion of any administrative 
compliance proceedings that may be 
initiated against respondent, unless 
sooner vacated or extended. 

(4) No person, firm, corporation, or 
other business organization, within the 
United States or elsewhere, and whether 
or not engaged in trade relating to ex¬ 
ports from the United States, without 
prior disclosure of the facts to, and 
specific authorization from the Bureau 
of International Programs shall directly 
or indirectly in any manner, form, or 
capacity (a) apply for, obtain, transfer, 
or use any license, shipper’s export 
declaration, bill of lading, or other ex¬ 
port control document relating to any 
exportation of commodities from the 
United States, or (b) order, receive, buy, 
sell, use, deliver, dispose of, finance, 
transport, forward, or otherwise service 
or participate in an exportation from the 
United States, or in a reexportation of 
any commodity exported from the United 
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States, with respect to which any of the 
persons or companies within the scope 
of paragraphs (1) and (2) hereof may 
receive any benefit or have any interest 
or participation of any kind or nature, 
direct or indirect. 

(5) A certified copy of this order shall 
be served upon the respondent. 

(6) In accordance with the provisions 
of § 382.11(c) of the Export Regulations, 
the respondent may move at any time 
to vacate or modify this temporary de¬ 
nial order by filing an appropriate mo¬ 
tion therefor, supported by evidence, 
with the Compliance Commissioner and 
may request oral hearing thereon, which, 
if requested, shall be held before the 
Compliance Commissioner at Washing¬ 
ton, D.C., at the earliest convenient date. 

Dated: June 20, 1962. 

Forrest D. Hockersmith, 

Director, 

Office of Export Control. 

[F.R. Doc. 62-6190; Filed, June 25, 1962; 
8:48 ajn.] 

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[Docket Nos. 14664,14665; FCC 62M-860] 

ALEXANDER BROADCASTING CO., 
INC., AND FARMERS BROADCAST¬ 
ING SERVICE, INC. 

Order Scheduling Hearing 

In re applications of Alexander Broad¬ 
casting Company, Incorporated, Taylors¬ 
ville, North Carolina, Docket No. 14664, 
File No. BP-13920; Farmers Broadcast¬ 
ing Service, Incorporated, Lenoir, North 
Carolina, Docket No. 14665, File No. BP- 
14990; for construction permits. 

It is ordered, This 18th day of June 
1962, that Chester F. Naumowicz, Jr., will 
preside at the hearing in the above-en¬ 
titled proceeding which is hereby sched¬ 
uled to commence on September 7, 1962, 
in Washington, T).C.\,and, it is further 
ordered, That a prehearing conference in 
the proceeding will be convened by the 
presiding officer at 9:00 a.m., Tuesday, 
July 24, 1962. 

Released: June 19, 1962. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Acting Secretary . 

[F.R. Doc. 62-6195; Filed, June 25, 1962; 
8:48 a.m.] 


[Docket No. 14663; FCC 62M-859] 

CORONADO BROADCASTING CO., 
INC., AND TAYLOR BROADCAST¬ 
ING CO. 

Order Scheduling Hearing 

In re application of Coronado Broad¬ 
casting Company, Inc., Assignor; and 
Taylor Broadcasting Company, Assignee, 
Docket No. 14663, File No. BAL-4366; for 
assignment of license of Station KPBM, 
Carlsbad, New Mexico. 
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It is ordered. This 18th day of June 
1962, that Thomas H. Donahue will pre¬ 
side at the hearing in the above-entitled 
proceeding which is hereby scheduled to 
commence on September 10, 1962, in 
Washington, D.C.: And it is further or¬ 
dered, That a prehearing conference in 
the proceeding will be convened by the 
presiding officer at 9:00 a.m., Friday, 
July 20, 1962. 

Released: June 19, 1962. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Acting Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 62-6196; Filed, June 25, 1962; 
8:48 a.m.] 


[Docket No. 8716 etc.; FCC 62-650] 

GREENWICH BROADCASTING CORP. 

ET AL. 

Memorandum Opinion and Order 
Amending Issues 

In re applications of The Greenwich 
Broadcasting Corporation, Greenwich, 
Connecticut, et al., Docket No. 8716, File 
No. BP-6315, etc.; Blair A. Walliser, tr/as 
Milford Broadcasting Co., Milford, Con¬ 
necticut, et al., Docket No. 14574, File 
No. BP-14106, etc.; for construction 
permits. 

1. The Commission has before it for 
consideration a petition to enlarge issues, 
filed April 9, 1962, by Milford Broadcast¬ 
ing Company, and pleadings filed in re¬ 
sponse thereto by the Broadcast Bureau 
and Berkshire Broadcasting Corporation. 

2. The petitioner requests that an issue 
be added to determine whether Berk¬ 
shire Broadcasting Corporation’s pro¬ 
posal will provide adequate coverage to 
the “town” to be served and to its busi¬ 
ness, industrial and residential areas and 
sections, as required by § 3.188 of the 
Commission’s rules. The Broadcast Bu¬ 
reau supports the petitioner’s request, 
but it would also include in the enlarged 
issue a determination as to whether there 
are circumstances which would warrant 
waiver of the requirements of the cited 
rule. 

3. Berkshire Broadcasting Corporation 
agrees with the petitioner and the Broad¬ 
cast Bureau that its proposal will not 
meet the requirements of § 3.188 of the 
rules insofar as the Town of Stratford is 
concerned. It points out, however, that 
its proposal is for a station which will 
not be identified with the Town of Strat¬ 
ford, but rather with the unincorporated 
community of Stratford, which is lo¬ 
cated within the Town of Stratford. It 
asserts that its proposal meets the re¬ 
quirements of § 3.188 of the rules inso¬ 
far as the community of Stratford is 
concerned. 

4. While Berkshire Broadcasting Cor¬ 
poration submitted with its opposition 
maps depicting the service contours of 
its proposed operation, the maps sub¬ 
mitted do not clearly show the bound¬ 
aries of this unincorporated community 
of Stratford, and hence its claim of com¬ 
pliance with § 3.188 of the rules cannot 
be evaluated on the basis of the informa¬ 
tion submitted. Its application likewise 
fails to show these boundaries. 
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5. In order to determine whether 
Berkshire’s proposal complies with 
§ 3.188 of the rules, it is essential that 
a determination be made as to the 
boundaries of the community of Strat¬ 
ford, and provision therefor will, on the 
Commission’s own motion, be included 
in the hearing issue as to compliance 
with § 3.188 of the rules. 

Accordingly, it is ordered, This 20th 
day of June 1962, that the petition to 
enlarge issues, filed by Milford Broad¬ 
casting Company, is granted to the ex¬ 
tent indicated herein; 

It is further ordered, That the desig¬ 
nation Order released April 3, 1962, 
(FCC 62-293, Corrected), as amended 
this day, is amended by renumbering 
Issues 10, 11, and 12 as Issues 11, 12, and 
13, respectively, and the following new 
Issue 10 is added: To determine the 
boundaries of the community of Strat¬ 
ford, Connecticut, and whether Berk¬ 
shire Broadcasting Corporation’s pro¬ 
posal will provide adequate coverage to 
this community and to its principal 
business, industrial and residential sec¬ 
tions, as contemplated by section 3.188 
of the Commission’s rules and if not, 
whether circumstances exist which 
would warrant waiver of the require¬ 
ments of that section. 

Released: June 21,1962. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Acting Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 62-6197; Filed, June 25. 1962; 
8:48 a.m.] 

[Docket Nos. 14413,14414; FCC 62-652] 

DON L. HUBER AND BARTELL BROAD¬ 
CASTERS, INC. (WOKY) 

Memorandum Opinion and Order 
Amending Issues 

In re applications of Don L. Huber, 
Madison, Wisconsin, Docket No. 14413, 
File No. BP-13625; Bartell Broadcasters, 
Inc. (WOKY), Milwaukee, Wisconsin, 
Docket No. 14414, File No. BP-13652; for 
construction permits. 

1. The Commission has before it for 
consideration a petition to enlarge is¬ 
sues, filed April 26, 1962, by Bartell 
Broadcasters, Inc. (WOKY), together 
with pleadings properly filed in reply 
thereto. 

2. By its petition, Bartell seeks en¬ 
largement of the issues with respect to 
the Don L. Huber application to include 
the following: “To determine whether 
the proposal of Don L. Huber is in com¬ 
pliance with § 3.188(b) (2) of the Com¬ 
mission’s rules.” 

3. The petition was filed more than 
fifteen days after publication of the 
designation Order, and good cause was 
not shown for late filing. The petition 
will therefore be denied as untimely 
under § 1.141 of the rules. Inasmuch as 
Huber concedes that his proposal will 
not provide at least a 5 mv/m signal 
over the entire city of Madison, an issue 
will be added on the Commission’s own 
motion to determine whether Huber’s 
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proposal meets the requirements of 
§ 3.188(b) (2) of the rules. In view of 
the apparent fact that noncompliance 
with this rule may be relatively slight, 
the added issue also provides for a deter¬ 
mination as to whether the Rule should 
be waived. 

Accordingly, it is ordered, This 20th 
day of June 1962, that the petition to 
enlarge issues, filed April 26, 1962, by 
Bartell Broadcasters, Inc. (WOKY) is 
denied; and 

It is further ordered. That the present 
Issues 4, 5, 6, and 7 in this proceeding 
are renumbered as Issues 5, 6, 7, and 8, 
and the issues in this proceeding are 
enlarged on the Commission’s own mo¬ 
tion by addition of the following issue: 

4. To determine whether the proposal 
of Don L. Huber is in compliance with 
§ 3.188(b) (2) of the Commission’s rules, 
and, if not, whether a waiver of that rule 
is warranted. 

Released: June 21,1962. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Acting Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 62-6198; Filed, June 25, 1962; 
8:48 ajn.] 


[Docket No. 14666; FCC 62M-861] 

KDIA, INC. (KDIA) 

Order Scheduling Hearing 

In re application of KDIA, Inc. (KDIA), 
Oakland, California, Docket No. 14666, 
File No. BP-13723; for construction 
permit. 

It is ordered, This 18th day of June 
1962, that Jay A. Kyle will preside at the 
hearing in the above-entitled proceed¬ 
ing which is hereby scheduled to com¬ 
mence on September 10, 1962, in Wash¬ 
ington, D.C.: And it is further ordered. 
That a prehearing conference in the 
proceeding will be convened by the pre¬ 
siding officer at 9:00 a.m., Friday, July 20, 
1962. 

Released: June 19, 1962. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Acting Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 62-6199; Filed, June 25, 1962; 
8:48 a.m.] 


[Docket No. 14613; FCC 62M-868] 

WEZY, INC. (WEZY) 

Order Following Prehearing 
Conference 

In re application of WEZY, Inc. 
(WEZY), Cocoa, Florida, Docket No. 
14631, File No. BP-14409; for construc¬ 
tion permit. 

A prehearing conference in the above- 
entitled proceeding having been held on 
June 19, 1962, and it appearing that cer¬ 
tain agreements reached therein by the 
participating parties should be formal¬ 
ized in an order; 

Accordingly , it is ordered. This 19th 
day of June 1962, as follows: 


(1) The direct case of the applicant 
pertaining to the hearing issues as now 
specified will be presented by written 
sworn exhibits; 

(2) Copies of applicant’s proposed ex¬ 
hibits will be supplied to the other par¬ 
ties herein, and also to the Hearing Ex¬ 
aminer, by July 10, 1962; 

(3) Notification as to those witnesses 
for the applicant who are to be present 
for cross-examination at the hearing 
shall be given to counsel for applicant 
by July 23, 1962; and 

(4) The hearing heretofore scheduled 
to commence on July 11, 1962, is con¬ 
tinued to July 31, 1962, at 10:00 a.m., in 
the offices of the Commission at Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 1 

Released: June20,1962. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Acting Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 62-6200; Filed, June 25, 1962; 

8:48 a.m.] 


FOREIGN-TRADE ZONES DOARD 

WAREHOUSE FACILITIES WITHIN 
EXISTING FOREIGN-TRADE ZONE 
NO. 8, TOLEDO, OHIO 

Expansion 

Mr. Louis C. Purdey, General Man¬ 
ager, Port of Toledo, Toledo-Lucas 
County Port Authority, the Grantee for 
Foreign-Trade Zone No. 8 at Toledo, 
Ohio, on May 10, 1962 made application 
to the Foreign-Trade Zones Board for 
authority to construct additional ware¬ 
house facilities by 34,464 square feet 
within the present zone boundary. A 
Grant was issued by the Foreign-Trade 
Zones Board on October 11, 1960 to 
establish the zone and it officially opened 
on August 28,1961. 

The Committee of Alternates has re¬ 
viewed the circumstances in this case 
and unanimously recommend that the 
request to expand the warehouse facility 
be granted. 

Upon consideration the Board concurs 
in the Committee’s recommendation and 
hereby adopts the following Resolution: 

The Foreign-Trade Zones Board, after 
consideration of the request from the 
Toledo-Lucas County Port Authority, 
Grantee, Foreign-Trade Zone No. 8, for 
permission to expand the warehouse 
facilities within the existing zone, ap¬ 
proves the request. 

The Executive Secretary of the For¬ 
eign-Trade Zones Board is directed to 
incorporate this Memorandum Order, 
the letters from the Assistant Secretary 
of the Treasury, James A. Reed, dated 
June 11, 1962, and Colonel Carl H. 
Bronn, Army Member, Committee of 
Alternates, dated May 24, 1962, approv¬ 
ing the foregoing Resolution in the offi¬ 
cial records of the Foreign-Trade Zone. 


1 The examiner ruled at the prehearing con¬ 
ference that the procedural agreements 
reached therein would also be binding on the 
absent respondent party. 
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Tuesday, June 26, 1962 

The Executive Secretary will publish the 
the Resolution in the Federal Register. 

Dated: June 19,1962. 

Luther H. Hodges, 
Secretary of Commerce, Chair¬ 
man and Executive Officer, 
Foreign-Trade Zones Board. 

[F.R. Doc. 62-6181; Filed, June 25, 1962; 
8:47 a.m.] 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

FOURTH SECTION APPLICATIONS 
FOR RELIEF 

June 21, 1962. 

Protests to the granting of an appli¬ 
cation must be prepared in accordance 
with Rule 40 of the general rules of 
practice (49 CFR 1.40) and filed within 
15 days from the date of publication of 
this notice in the Federal Register. 

Long-and-Short Haul 

FSA No. 37811: Substituted service — 
B&M, et al. y for Eazor Express, Inc., et al. 
Filed by Middle Atlantic Conference, 


Agent (No. 37), for interested carriers. 
Rates on property loaded in highway 
trailers and transported on railroad flat 
cars, between Sharon, Pa., on the one 
hand, and Boston, and East Cambridge, 
Mass., and Providence, R.I., on the other, 
on traffic originating at or destined to 
such points or points beyond as described 
in the application. 

Grounds for relief: Motor-truck com¬ 
petition. 

Tariff: Supplement 4 to Middle Atlan¬ 
tic Conference tariff I.C.C. 16, MF-I.C.C. 
A-1230. 

FSA No. 37812: Dense soda ash to 
Tulsa, Okla. Filed by Southwestern 
Freight Bureau, Agent (No. B-8231), for 
interested rail carriers. Rates on dense 
soda ash, in bulk, or in bulk in bags, 
barrels, boxes or pails, in carloads, from 
specified points in Michigan, New York, 
Ohio, also Saltville, Va., to Tulsa, Okla. 

Grounds for relief: Market competi¬ 
tion. 

Tariff: Supplement 105 to Southwest¬ 
ern Freight Bureau tariff I.C.C. 4337. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Harold D. McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 62-6182; Filed, June 25, 1962; 

8:47 a.m.] 
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